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NEW COURTS OF PROBATE. 

Tae Law Amendment Society has joined in the 
crusade against the Ecclesiastical Courts, which have 
now defied all the efforts of reformers for some- 
thing like twenty years. The obstinacy with which 
they have sustained this protracted siege is certainly 
not due to the number of their friends. No one has 
a word to say in favour of the existing system, and, 
indeed, its supporters show considerable tact by 
preserving a judicious silence. Duties which any 
solicitor could efficiently perform are entrusted only 
to a privileged class of proctors. The monopoly is 
supported by enormous court fees, which are employed 
in maintaining sinecure registrars with princely in- 
comes, while all the work is done by their subordi- 
nates. To the costliness, which is the natural result 
' of monopoly, the Ecclesiastical Courts have added all 
the inconveniences both of centralisation and local 
division. There is but one solitary thing to be said 
_ in their favour, and that is, that the proctors and acting 
registrars are, for the most part, up to their work. 
Their functions, indeed, are simple enough, and solici- 
| tors would probably not be much alarmed at having to 
} undertake the formal duties of this privileged class, 
| in addition to their own more complicated business. 
| Still, faulty as the courts are, and in spite of attacks 
from every side—from laymen and lawyers, from 
| novelists and men of business, from the ministry and 
' the opposition, from chancery and common law—the 
} testamentary jurisdiction remains just what it always 
was, and the will of a man who dies at the Land’s End 
» must still be proved at no small cost in London, if he 
chance to possess £5 worth of goods out of the diocese 
' where he ended his life. Itis easy to see why a reform 
| which almost every one desires has been so long 
‘delayed. ‘The attack has hitherto been conducted by a 
| coalition, whose members are united in nothing but 
| the conviction that the present courts ought to be 
- superseded, without being able to agree as to the nature 
of the tribunal which is to take their place. During 
the last session three discordant schemes were warmly 
‘debated ; and every attempt at a compromise having 
failed, the ecclesiastical tribunals remained for another 
year in possession of the disputed ground. A com- 
“Mmittee of the Law Amendment Society, which was 
recently appointed to concoct a practical scheme out of 
| the three bills of the ArrorNEY-GENERAL, Sir Fitzroy 
Ketty, and Mr. Cottier, has produced an elaborate re- 
port, which was read on Monday by Mr. Pitt Taytor. 
| On several of the points discussed there is no room for 
difference of opinion. No one can question the pro- 
_priety of giving to every probate validity throughout 
the country for all purposes. It is equally clear that 
/an exclusive central system would be most incon- 
Yenient. Local courts, without any local limits on 
their jurisdiction, are, therefore, indispensable. All 
the common form business, as well as the contentious 
business relating to small estates, would be most 
‘advantageously administered there, and the functions 





of the Metropolitan Court should be limited to the 
general supervision of the affiliated tribunals, and the 
decision of the more weighty matters which may 
occasionally arise. We are disposed to concur in the 
recommendation of the committee that the county court 
system should be made available for this purpose. Sir 
Firzroy KE. ty’s plan would perpetuate the incon- 
veniences of the present arrangements, by preserving 
almost unchanged the local distribution of the courts. 
Any such scheme is altogether out of the question. 
The committee may well ask why Plymouth practi- 
tioners should be sent to Exeter for a probate—why 
Southampton and the Isle of Wight should still be 
subject to a Winchester jurisdiction—or why a Liver- 
pool will should not be authenticated without a journey 
to Chester. The county court districts certainly 
offer the most appropriate sub-division of the country ; 
and, as Mr. Pirr Taytor seems to think that the 
additional labour would not be too much for the judges 
and registrars, we shall not venture to suggest any 
difficulty on that score, though we must confess that 
we regard, with some alarm, the tendency to heap new 
functions upon a class of officers, who, in man 
localities, are already rather heavily burdened wit 
business. 

The extension of the jurisdiction of the court of pro- 
bate, to real as well as personal estate, would be of im- 
mense advantage by enabling parties interested under a 
will to have its validity determined once for all by a 
single proceeding ; and in recommending this alteration 
the committee do but follow the course which has been 
taken by all three of the rival reformers. Two points 
of some difficulty remain to be considered—viz., the 
constitution and procedure of the proposed court, and 
the extent of its jurisdiction. Mr. Coxtier’s proposal 
was to commit all testamentary jurisdiction to the 
courts of common law. In every case where there was 
a contest at all he would have his writ of summons, 
declaration, plea, replication, and so on, with all the 
machinery of demurrers and issues for the severance of 
points of law from disputes of fact. All this complica- 
tion, however, is not only inapplicable to common form 
business, which constitutes 99 per cent. of the whole 
practice of the testamentary courts, but unnecessary in 
the majority of disputed cases. Sir Frrzroy Ketty 
propounds a very similar plan, the only difference being 
that he would replace the Courts of Queen’s Bench, 
Exchequer, and Common Pleas by a new court of pro- 
bate, framed exactly on the same model. He also pro- 
poses to give to the court so constituted jurisdiction 
over the construction of wills and the administration of 
estates, for which it would certainly be ill adapted. 
For these latter purposes no pleadings at all are wanted, 
and none but affidavit evidence is ordinarily required. 
When you have a judge with the will before him you 
have all that is necessary to obtain a declaration as to 
the meaning of the testator, or a direction as to the way 
in which his intentions are to be carried out. This is 
just what a court of equity supplies , and in an ordinary 
administration suit the only pleadings consist of a state- 
ment of the will, and the evidence is for the most part 
confined to affidavits, verifying payments of money, and 
describing the nature of an estate, and similar matters, 
together with the usual documentary proof of the births, 
deaths, and marriages, which show the actual state of 
the testator’s family. Any court which had the same 
jurisdiction given to it must adopt the same simple 
procedure, and become, in fact, a second Court of 
Chancery. 

The ATroRNEY-GENERAL agrees with Sir F. Ketty 
in proposing to make the new court of probate a court 
of construction and administration; but he avoids the 
absurdity of clogging it with any system of pleading, 
and would have it merely another vice-chancellor’s 
court. There is something rather plausible in the idea 
of enabling the same court to grant probate, to deter- 








70 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Jan. 24, 1857, 








mine points of construction, and to administer estates ; 
but, after all, it would not be in one case in a hundred 
that the several powers would be exercised together ; 
and it scems to be a matter of very secondary im- 
portance whether the present equity jurisdiction over 
wills be or be not added to the functions of the court of 
probate. We cannot, however, indorse Mr. Pirr 
Taytor’s notion, that such an arrangement would 
afford a dangerous facility for needless litigation. The 
dread of making law too accessible is a worn out folly, 
which one would hardly have expected from a county 
court judge. On the question of the constitution of the 
new tribunal the report of the committee is even less 
satisfactory than any of the schemes which it reviews. 
They strongly object to Mr. Coxzier’s plan because 
they think that the fifteen judges would not willingly 
begin to learn a new lesson so as to fit themselves for 
the administration of probate business. For this reason 
they recommend a separate court, but, with ingenious 
inconsistency, they propose that three puisne judges, 
selected from Westminster Hall, shall undertake the 
additional duty, and that the fifteen judges whom they 
had before pronounced unfit for testamentary business 
should form the court of appeal. We must leave Mr. 
TaytLor and his colleagues to reconcile a contradiction 
which fairly baffles our ingenuity. There is one other 
passage in the report which we are unable to compre- 
hend, except on the supposition that the committee have 
not escaped a popular prejudice, to which they ought to 
have been superior. They object to giving the pro- 
posed court the machinery of a court of equity, on 
account of the defective nature of its rules of practice, 

leading, and evidence. Surely they ought to have 

nown that in an administration suit there need be no 
pleading at all, and that in no case can there be more 
than one simple statement on each side. The mode of 
taking oral evidence in Chancery is as bad as it can be, 
and must some day be changed; but this has no real 
bearing upon will cases, because the routine proofs are 
invariably by affidavit, the cheapest of all evidence, and 
any really contested questions as to sanity and the like 
are always decided by an issue, directed to the same 
judges on circuit, and tried in the same manner as if it 
had proceeded from a court with common law procedure. 
The conditions essential to the efficiency and economy 
of a court of probate seem to be the absence of all 
pleadings beyond a statement of the will, the use of 
affidavit evidence in ordinary cases, and the assistance 
of a jury to decide a certain class of contested facts. 

Sir R. Bernery and Sir F. Kerry may be left to 
settle the knotty question, whether such a tribunal would 
be more properly called a court of law or equity. For 
ourselves, we should be quite content with it under any 
name. 


os 


THE CASE OF THE QUEEN ¢. CLARKE. 
Ir is a curious thing that the law of England should 
have existed for so many centuries without deciding 
the age at which, and the circumstances under which, 
children become entitled to the right of personal liberty. 
That such was the fact can be doubted by no one who 
has read the arguments and the judgment in the case of 
Rea. v. CLARKE, decided last Wednesday by the Court of 
Queen’s Bench. The question at last looks as if it were 
finally settled ; and though the process by which this 
result has been reached was curiously slow and long, 
the result seems, on the whole, to be satisfactory. The 
rules respecting guardianship form one of the most in- 
tricate parts of our legal system. ‘There are as many 
as eight different kinds of guardians, and it would fill 
many pages to state the various rules and distinctions 
by which their powers are regulated. Of these, how- 
ever, no less than six apply only to cases in which the 





infant has property, although the custody of the prce | 


perty generally involyes that of the person, and of these | 


| 


six several are almost entirely obsolete. The two forms 
of guardianship which apply primarily to the person 
and not to the property of the infant, are guardianship 
by nature and guardianship for nurture. There is, 
however, no real distinction between them, for the first 
is included in the second—guardianship by nature being 
‘* that which belongs to the ancestor in respect of his 
heir apparent,” and guardianship for nurture that which 
belongs to the father, or, on his death, to the mother 
over all the children. The result of the old authorities 
as to the rights of a guardian for nurture is stated by 
Lord CAMPBELL to be, that it is the guardian’s duty to 
‘*nurture—i. e., to educate, to train, to bring up,” the 
child, and that for that purpose he ‘has a right to the 
custody of the child, and shall maintain an action for 
trespass against a stranger who takes the child.” The 
expressions of the various authorities as to the age at 
which the rights of the guardian for nurture terminated, 
and as to the method by which they were to be en- 
forced, were more or less vague, and the decisions on 
the subject settled it in a curiously piecemeal manner, 
They apply to three distinct classes of cases. Those in 
which the age of the infant is under seven, those in 
which it is over fourteen, and those in which it is be- 
tween the two. 

The fact that the law upon each of these three 
subjects was laid down by itself, whilst the other 
two remained undecided, and that the whole range 
of judicial legislation on the question extended 
over more than halfa century, is one of the most cha- 
racteristic illustrations that we have ever met with of 
the manner in which English law is made. The ques- 
tion first settled was that which related to the condition 
of infants under the age of seven. It was held, so far 
back as the case of Rec. v. MANDEVILLE (5 East), that 
the liberty of a child of that age consisted in its deli- 
very to its guardian for nurture, and that the proper 
instrument for effecting this purpose was the writ of 
habeas corpus... It was next decided, that with respect 
to minors of upwards of fourteen years of age liberty 
consisted in following their own discretion, and that 
the court would make no order as to their custody, but 
would confine itself to freeing them from any illegal 
restraint, leaving them to use such freedom according 
to their own inclination. This was the case of Rea. v. 
GREENHILL (4 B. & E. 624), decided in 1856. The 
case of children between seven and fourteen was not 
decided till Wednesday last, and the question then 
brought before the court was extremely short, and so 
simple that it is matter of, very great surprise that it 
should never have been raised before. It was whether 
a child of the age in question should be allowed 
to make its choice as to the custody in which it 
would remain, if it should appear to the court to 
be endowed with sufficient intelligence to enable 
it to give reasonable grounds for the choice at 
which it arrived. It was decided, we think with 
unquestionable justice, that the court had no discre- 
tionary power, but that the powers, rights, and re- 
medies of a guardian for nurture were in every 
respect the same over children between the ages of 
seven and fourteen as over those who are below the age 
of seven. The law upon this subject would therefore 
seem to be now completely settled—by a somewhat 
tardy process, no doubt, but still in a reasonable and 
satisfactory manner, and to be shortly this: that if a 
man dies, leaving a widow and children under the age of 
fourteen, without having appointed a testamentary 
guardian, the mother has an unqualified right to the 
custody of the children, which she can enforce by 
habeas corpus, notwithstanding the disinclination of the 
children to accede to her wishes, unless evidence can be 
given to show that her character, or the purposes for 
which she wants the children, are so immoral that they 
would run the risk of contamination if they were deli- 
vered over to her. The principle appears to us 80 
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obviously just that we cannot understand | how any 
serious person can represent it as in any way interfering 
with the rights and liberties of children. Indeed, 
nothing is more curious than the extreme liberality 
of the English law in this matter. The provisions 
of the French Code Civil, upon the subject of pa- 
ternal authority, shows how lenient our conceptions 
are. A father, in France, or a guardian (with cer- 
tain restrictions), not only has the complete custody 
of his child’s person till he is twenty-one, but can, 
if he thinks fit, imprison him without any legal pro- 
cess Whatever (Code Civil, art. 8371—380). The ex- 
jstence of such a power goes far to prove that the 
English rule as to parental authority cannot rationally 
be considered severe. 

Nor can we by any means sympathise in the 
indignation which has been expressed in some 
quarters as to the hardship inflicted on the girl 
AuictA Race herself. We should be inclined to think 
that her mother showed some want of judgment, and 
possibly of respect for her husband’s memory, by the 
course she has taken ; but it would surely be monstrous 
to say that a person is to be deprived of the manage- 
ment of her own affairs because she takes a view of her 
own or of her child’s interests in which the majority of 
her countrymen would not agree. Sergeant Race left 
his children to the care of their mother, or, rather, did 
not deprive her of the care of them, and she has used 
the discretion which he chose to allow to her. Who 
can have a right to complain? It is surely a pity to 
introduce heated popular matter into an argument be- 
fore so grave a tribunal as the Queen’s Bench. Even 
before a jury, it is not very expedient or dignified to 
appeal to religious animosities ; and we must say that, 
in our opinion, Mr. O’MA.iry would have exercised a 
sound discretion in abstaining from quasi theological 
comments on the possible spiritual experiences of chil- 
dren under fourteen years of age. ‘To allow a child of 
ten or eleven to fly in the face of its mother, because it 
had imbibed theological opinions of a different character 
from her’s, would, in effect, be to strike at the root of 
parental authority, and no parent would be safe in 
trusting his child’s education to any person whose 
teaching was not conducted under his own eye. 

We must also express our opinion that it is matter 
of regret, that whilst the judgment of the court was 
still undelivered, the Times should have published an 
article on the hardships which its decision in a par- 
ticular manner would inflict. It is very well to say 
that there is a distinction between cases which are sub- 
mitted to a jury and those which are submitted to 
judges ; but it was hard, in reading the article to which 
we are alluding, not to feel that there was something 
very like irony in the praise bestowed on the bench for 
their superiority to considerations of popularity. It is 
not only at the Old Bailey that judges have been dis- 
credited by popular applause. In the present case it is 
true there was a safety valve for feelings of this kind 
inthe eulogy which was so largely bestowed on that 
“model of a Christian soldier,” Sergeant Rack ; but 
we still feel it most undesirable that any other than 
legal considerations should be admitted in the discus- 
sion, either at the bar or in the press, of rules of law. 


wl 


Legal News. 


Tax meeting of merchants, bankers, brokers, and other 
traders, called to consider the decision in the case of 
Kixcsrorp v. Merry, was held on Monday ; and Baron 
RornscHILp acted as chairman, and introduced the 
subject of the meeting. ‘The speeches delivered are of 
mportance, rather as proving the existence of an evil, 
than as suggesting any sufficient remedy, The chair- 
man asked why the original owner of good should be 





protected against the whole trading community; and he 
said that the case before them was a very hard one for 
the defendant, who had advanced his money, and who 
had taken every precaution that a prudent man could 
take. Ifthe law continued as it now was, and its con- 
dition became generally known, extraordinary litigation 
would be engendered; because a great many persons 
had been hitherto ignorant of the law, and had believed 
that dock warrants passed legally from hand to 
hand by being endorsed. But if it were declared 
that the case was different, the necessary result 
must be, either that much vexatious litigation would be 
produced, or that so much precaution would have to be 
taken in the business of bankers and merchants that 
the community must suffer serious inconvenience. 
There could be no doubt that, for the sake of checking 


litigation, preventing fraud, and facilitating commerce 





generally, these documents ought to pass legally from 
hand to hand, if properly endorsed and properly ob- 
tained, and if it could be proved that value had been 
given for them. The first resolution was—- 

“That the decision of the Court of Error, in the case of 
‘ Kingsford and Swinford vy. Merry,’ appears to involve a prin- 
ciple which is calculated to render the recognised and well- 
understood course and practice of trade insecure and uncertain, 
and to destroy confidence in delivery-orders, warrants, bills of 
lading, and other mercantile documents esseutial to the safe 
transaction of business and development of trade.” 

The mover of this resolution, Mr. Grecson, M.P., 
did not appear to have made up his mind so thoroughly 
as Baron RoruscuiLp as to the expediency of the pro- 
posed enactment. He called it a ‘delicate question ” 
how far dock-warrants should be allowed to circulate, 
even though the person presenting them to the party 
making an advance was fraudulent. This speaker 
thought it would be going too far to say, that, under 
any circumstances whatever, a person making an ad- 
vance should be justified in holding the documents. 
At the present time, when such a lamentable amount 
of fraud was perpetrated, it seemed to be requisite to 
take some precaution that the person making the ad- 
vance should have a knowledge of the person requiring 
it, and some knowledge also that he has given a bond 
Jide value for the goods. If they let loose to the fullest 
extent the circulation of documents which might have 


| been obtained by fraud, perhaps the evil thereby pro- 


duced would be greater than the one they now sought 
to remedy. It would evidently be impossible, if a war- 
rant passed through a variety of hands, say from A. to 
Z., that Z. should trace it through all its stages from A. 
Still, if it came to him with a reasonable ground for be- 
lieving that the party was respectable, and that value 
had been given for it, that would be sufficient to entitle 
a person to retain the document, and make an advance 
upon it. 

It would appear that Mr. Greason’s apprehension of 
opening a wider door to fraud was shared by a portion 
of his hearers. But it would not be easy to lay down 
any practicable rule exacting from the holder of the 
warrant more than proof of his own good faith, and of 
the reality of the consideration given by him. To im- 
pose upon Z. the obligation of — that he knew, 
or had good reason to believe, that Y. had become pos- 
sessed of the warrant in the fair course of trade, by 
giving value for it to X., would destroy the facility of 
transfer demanded for the convenience of commerce, 
and would sow a plentiful harvest of litigation. It was 
urged by the next speaker, that documents of title 
connected with the transfer of goods, ought to stand 
on the same footing as bank-notes or bills of exchange; 
and this principle is simple and intelligible, although, 
certainly, it is not embodied in the single clause of a 
proposed bill which was read to the meeting by 
Mr. WEGUELIN. 

The City meeting certainly does not help us much to 
determine what the law ought to be; and the Court of 
Exchequer has added to the obscurity which prevails as 
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to what the law actually is. On Tuesday, the Cnier 
Baron took occasion to remark that the Court of Error 
did not overrule either his direction, or the ruling of 
the full court, but that the case was presented to the 
Court of Error on a totally incorrect statement of the 
facts. Mr. Baron Martin testified to the same effect, 
and added that the case stated to the Court of Error 
was in itself utterly unintelligible. The Carer Baron ob- 
served, that, if the facts had been presented to the Court 
of Error correctly, that court would undoubtedly have 
given the same decision asthe court below. The result 
is, that the judgment which has caused so much uneasi- 
ness was based on an imaginary state of facts, and that 
the Court of Exchequer Chamber has been drawn into 
pronouncing an opinion upon a case that did not actually 
occur. Ofcourse, judges ought to argue as correctly 
upon feigned as upon real premises; but it is not the 
habit of English judges, with the brilliant exception of 
Lord Justice Kytcut Bruce, to do so; nor is it usual 
to attach any great weight to declarations of the legal 
effect of merely hypothetical states of circumstances. 
But supposing that there is a defect in our com- 
mercial law which legislation ought to remedy, how 
curious it is that this fault might never have been dis- 
covered but for the felicitous blundering of the learned 
gentlemen who settled the case upon which the appeal 
was heard. Anti-reformers may say that, if there had 
been no Common Law Procedure Act, there would have 
been no possibility of such an accident. ‘The ingenuity 
of counsel would ewe had no opportunity of framing an 
imaginary case, and thus the law would never have been 
declared by the Exchequer Chamber, and merchants 
and bankers might have remained another twenty years 
in ignorance. If the proposed change in the law be 
salutary, and if it be actually made, we may congratu- 
late the public on the carelessness of Mr. Merry’s 
legal advisers, but we certainly cannot congratulate Mr. 
Merry. He must endeavour to look upon himself as 
a victim to the general good, and he may remember that 
the law has lately borne much more hardly upon other 
unfortunates—as, for instance, the innocent convict, 
MarknamM. 

The proceedings of the Law Amendment Society on 
Monday night demand the particular attention of our 
provincial readers. Now is the time to consider the 
various proposals for remodelling the courts of probate, 
and to take care that the interests of all classes of the 
profession are fairly adjusted under the new arrange- 
ment, which cannot be delayed much longer. Country 
solicitors must not leave this task entirely to their Lon- 
don brethren, and ouly intimate their dissatisfaction 
when too late. It will be observed that the Society, 
besides receiving the report on the ecclesiastical courts, 
appointed, on Monday night, a committee to consider 
that most important subject of fixed rates of professional 
remuneration. In order to aid the consideration of 
this subject by our readers, we publish elsewhere the 
table of fees for conveyancing business now in use in 
Scotland, as one example of a method of remuneration 
only partially dependent on the length of the instru- 
ments prepared. 

The legal profession has lately been made the object 
of some very unnecessary and unjustifiable abuse. The 
Illustrated London News of Saturday last ekes out its 
scanty stock of facts by two paragraphs, one about 
‘‘ hideous tortures” applied to the man who tried to 
kill the King of Naples, and the other describing a 
‘falling out” among the lawyers. The former story, 
probably, and the latter certainly, is pure fiction, as much 
an effort of the imagination as if the pencil, and 
not the pen, of our contemporary had produced it. 
“The old feud between the country and the metro- 
politan attorney has burst out afresh,” and the 
cause of quarrel is that ‘‘the tendency of the pro- 
posed reforms in the conveyancing system will be 
much to the detriment of the country solicitor.” It 





is implied that the same reforms which are to destroy 
the provincial will benefit the Londoner, will enable 
him to keep a carriage instead of a brougham 
(as we Mowe, & ordinarily does), and to buy a count 
villa, instead of hiring a house at Ramsgate ; and that 
this is the cause of quarrel. The ruin of the country so. 
licitor, says our contemporary, may not appear a matter 
for many tears on the part of the nation, but it is to be 
remarked that ‘the respectable country solicitor is that 
which we can hardly affirm the majority of the legal 
profession to be, namely, a valuable and useful member 
of society.” And then follows asketch of the “ respect- 
able solicitor ” aforesaid, with which we have no fault 
to find. As, however, the country solicitors form the large 
majority of the profession, it follows that the country 
solicitors are not ‘‘ valuable and useful members of 
society,” and, therefore, are not “respectable,” and 
so the portrait we have just commended turns out to 
be imaginary. We pity that portion of the public 
which, when it wants ‘to comprehend a little about” 
any matter, goes to our contemporary and gets the 
question made ‘plain enough.” The sketch of the 
“‘respectable solicitor,” who does not exist, may form 
a companion picture to that of the extinct dodo, which 
lately ornamented the pages of the Illustrated News. 

It is no novelty to see a journalist in difficulties 
turning a smart sentence or two at the expense of the 
solicitors, but we were surprised to find the profession 
almost as hardly used by Mr. Prrr Tayxor in the Law 
Amendment Society's report on the Ecclesiastical 
Courts. The tendency to submit frivolous questions 
to judicial decision, ‘‘for the mere sake of costs,” is 
certainly not general among solicitors, and ought not 
to be imputed to them in such a document. We be- 
lieve, too, that the county courts are not by any means 
the only existing tribunals where ‘the fees to pro- 
fessional men are not sufficiently large to tempt them 
to advise unnecessary proceedings for the sake of 
costs,” even supposing that solicitors habitually yielded 
to this temptation. But Mr. TayLor, we must own, is 
quite impartial; or, perhaps, the common-law bar, to 
which he himself belonged, is most hardly used by him; 
for he says that it produces with difficulty a crop of fifteen 
judges of adequate or nearly adequate capacity, and thede- 
mand for a sixteenth would be beyond the productive ener- 
gies of the soil. These judges, too, are ‘‘ past the meridian 
of life,” and hardly competent to master a new branch 
of law, or, at least, too lazy to undertake the task—an 
observation which, we hope, would not be found to hold 
good of county court judges, who might, under Mr. 
‘TayLor’s scheme, be called upon to acquaint themselves 
rather suddenly with the law, not only of probate, but 
also of the construction of wills and the administration 
of estates. 

DANGEROUS ILLNESS OF BARON ALDERSON. 


We learn with sincere regret that this distinguished judge is 





| lying in an almost hopeless state at his residence in Park- 


crescent, Regent’s Park. He was in the first instance attacked 
with determination of blood to the head, and since that time he 
has had an attack of paralysis, which has effected his lower 
extremities. Baron Alderson was appointed vacation judge, 
but it has now heen arranged that Mr. Justice Coleridge shall 
take that duty, and Mr. Serjeant Channell will be placed on the 
commission for the Home Circuit at the forthcoming assizes, in 
the place of Mr. Justice Coleridge. 





AMENDMENT OF CHANCERY BIL3s. 


According to the present practice, where any amendment in 
a bill in Chancery causes an addition of more than two folios 
in one place, it cannot be made in writing; and the consequence 
is, that though it may be necessary only to make a single 
amendment, the whole bill requires to be reprinted, which in- 
volves considerable expense where the bill is lengthy. An ap- 
plication was made to the Lord Chancellor this week for leave 
to reprint only the page or two affected by the alteration, and 
to make some consequential alterations in writing. His lord- 
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ship refused the application, being of opinion that any altera- 
tion in the present rule, which does not allow amendments 
artially by printed, and partially by written, alterations, 
would be inconvenient. 





SWEARING IN OF THE DUKE OF CAMBRIDGE. 

On Tuesday last, there was some little sensation produced in 
the Lord Chancellor's Court, by his lordship retiring rather 
hurriedly from the bench, and re-appearing in a few minutes 
followed by a tall robust looking gentleman, wearing a 
moustache, and dressed in a rough pilot coat and driving gloves. 
No one appeared to know who the gentleman was. The 
Chancellor remained standing, having handed him a small piece 
of parchment, and the Bar rose from their seats. It turned out 
to be the swearing in of the Duke of Cambridge, our Commander- 


in-Chief. His Royal Highness read the oath or declaration, in 
a stentorian voice that might have been heard outside the 
walls; and shaking hands with Lord Cranworth, made his bow, 
and retired. 





BROADBENT v. IMPERIAL GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. Justice Crompton and Mr. Justice Willes sat with the 
Lord Chancellor on Thursday, to hear a question argued, on 
which the Lord Chancellor desired the assistance of two Com- 
mon Law judges. It arose in the case of Broadbent v. The Im- 
perial Gas-light Company, and is of great importance to that 
and all similar companies. Upon its solution will probably 
depend the fate of the present suit for an injunction to restrain 
the company from using, in the manufacture of gas, all that 
portion of their works which adjoins the grounds of the plain- 
tiff, a market gardener. 
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Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


A question was raised in Webb v. Kirby (5 W. R. 189), as to 
the power of an administrator de bonis non cum testamento 
annexo durante absentia, in Canada, of one who was the testator’s 
next of kin, and also next of kin to the surviving executor and 
trustee of testator’s will. The bill was filed by the admini- 
strator durante absentid, for the specific performance of an 
agreement to purchase certain leaseholds, part of the testator’s 
estate, which were put up to auction by the plaintiff's direction. 
In the particulars of sale, it was stated that the sale was “by 
order of the executors of the deceased testator;” and one of the 
conditions described the vendor as selling under his will. The 
purchaser objected to complete the contract, on the ground that 
the plaintiff was not what he described himself to be, and that 
he had no power, as administrator durante absentid of another, 
to sell the premises. The V. C. Stuart held the plaintiff to be 
entitled to specific performance, as he considered that for every 
purpose of the suit, and for the carrying out of the sale, the 
grant of letters of administration with the will annexed to the 
Plaintiff, as the attorney of one of the residuary legatees named 
in the will, was quite as effectual as if the latter had himself 
taken out administration, and personally carried into effect the 
trusts of the will. The Lord Chancellor, however, was of a 
different opinion. He fully agreed with his Honour as to the 
effect of the grant during the life of the principal, but in this case 
the principal was said to be in Canada at the time when the 
agreement was entered into; and for anything that was known, 
he might have been then alive. If he were dead, the letters of 
tdministration to the plaintiff as his attorney, of course, de Sacto, 
would expire, and it would be impossible for him then to make 
‘title. The Lord Chancellor considered that there was also 
another ground for dismissing the plaintiff’s bill. The principal 


eutor of the testator’s will, but of the last surviving trustee; 
and his lordship was therefore of opinion that the cestuis que 
trust Ought to have been parties to the contract for sale. The 
main use of the decision is to show the importance of looking 
not merely to the validity and effect of such letters of attorney, 
but also to the proof that, at the time when it is proposed that 
they should be exercised, the principal is still living. 

It is a well-established principle of courts of equity, that one 
cannot set up, against his own incumbrance, a beneficial interest 
in a prior incumbrance; in other words, that a man cannot 
claim to be a prior incumbrancer on his own estate. A very 
curious case within this rule (Otter v. Lord Vaux, 5 W. R. 188) 
has been recently decided by the Lord Chancellor, who affirmed 
the decree of the V. C. Wood. The plaintiff was second mort- 
gagee of an estate in Wales. The first mortgage deed contained 
a power of sale in default of payment; and the deed was gene- 
rally recited in the plaintiff’s deed, but the power of the sale 
was not mentioned in the recital. The first mortgagee con- 
tracted with one Davies to sell to him the estate for a less 
amount than was due to him in respect of his security. Before 
the conveyance was executed, Davies sold his interest in the 
contract to the mortgagor, and the conveyance thereupon was 
made to him. The second mortgagee filed his bill to foreclose 
the mortgagor. The mortgagor contended that the plaintiff’s 
right, which was only in respect of the equity of redemption, 
was destroyed by the exercise of the power of sale, of 
which he had constructive notice, as he had actual 
notice of the deed in which it was contained. The 
plaintiff relied upon the well established principle of the 
court which we have mentioned, upon the fact that the 
mortgagor had notice of the second mortgage, and, also, upon 
the covenant for further assurance. It appears uncertain what 
the decision would have been, if the sale to Davies, and the 
conveyance to him, had been completed; the Lord Chancellor's 





was not properly the administrator of the last surviving exe- 


decision, in favour of the plaintiff, having gone expressly 
upon the ground that the contract for sale was, to all intents 
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and purposes, with the mortgagor. There is no reported case 
in which the mortgaged estate came back to the mortgagor 
after it had been sold and conveyed away to a third party by 
a first mortgagee under a power of sale; but there appears 
to be good ground for the agrument of the mortgagor in this 
case, that, under such circumstances, he would not be bound 
by a subsequent mortgage under his covenant for further 
assurance, nor is it at all clear that the rule which prevents 
a mortgagor from setting up a beneficial interest in his own 
prior incumbrance, would apply. The practical effect of the 
decision in Otter vy. Lord Vaux, however, will be to make 
conveyancers inquire, in a title under a power of sale in a 
mortgage, whether the estate has subsequently come into the 
hands of the mortgagor, as there would certainly be consider- 
able risk in accepting such a title. 

The question of the exoneration from mortgage debts of 
real estate out of the personal estate of a testator is now of 
comparative unimportance, as it can only arise in cases where 
the testator died prior to the 31st December, 1854, it being 
enacted by the 17 & 18 Vic. c. 113, that when any person 
dies after that date seised of or entitled to any estate or 
interest in any land or other hereditaments, which shall at the 
time of his death be charged with the payment of any money 
by way of mortgage, and such person shall not by his will or 
deed or other document, have signified any contrary or other 
intention, the heir or devisee to whom such lands or heredita- 
ments shall descend or be devised, shall not be entitled to have 
the mortgage debt discharged out of the personal estate or any 
other real estate of such person, but the land so charged shall 
be primarily liable to pay the mortgage debt. 

In Swainson v. Swainson, 5 W.R. 187, the testator died before 
the act came into operation, and the case is worthy of notice 
only because in it there was an unsuccessful attempt to question 
the doctrine of Scott v. Beecher, 5 Madd. 95, which has been 
uniformly acted upon for the last thirty-five years. The recent 
decision merely contirms the rule that where a person inherits a 
mortgaged estate from one who was not himself liable to pay the 
mortgage debt, the heir is not entitled to exoneration out of his 
ancestor’s personal estate. 


Kay v. Smith, 5 W. R. 194, has set at rest a question of 
practice upon which there has been some doubt as to the con- 
struction of Lord St. Leonard’s orders (7th Aug., 1852). Ac- 
cording to the old practice, any party to a suit in which a decree 
had been made, after the regular time for enrolment had passed, 
could obtain an order as of course at the Rolls, to enrol nunc pro 
tunc. The Lord-Chancellor considered in Kay vy. Smith, that the 
only alteration made by the 8rd Order of 7th Aug., 1852 (1st set), 
is to give an opportunity to any other party desiring to oppose the 
enrolment, to show cause why the decree should not be enrolled. 
The Master of the Rolls was of a different opinion, considering 
that the onus was upon the party making the application, and 
that it required a strong case to induce the court to grant it, 
especially where the applicant was a solicitor, and must be taken 
to have been acquainted with the General Orders. 


It has been decided by the Lords Justices, in ex parte Harrison, 
5 W.R. 193, that where an adjudicated bankrupt had, previously 
to the adjudication, filed a petition under the arrangement 
clauses, the bankruptcy did not relate back to the filing of 
the petition, and did not take effect earlier than the adjudication, 
though it was not questioned that the filing of the petition was 
an act of bankruptcy. The ground of the distinction was stated 
‘by Lord Justice Turner. His lordship said that it was not an 
act of bankruptcy in all cases. If it were, it would be in the 
power of a creditor to make a petitioner a bankrupt at any time 
within twelve months after its presentation; whereas the 76th 
sect. of the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act provided that the 
petition for adjudication must be filed within two months after 
the dismissal of the petition for arrangement. Zax parte Syers, 
3 Jurist, N. S. 6, is another recent decision of the same court, re- 
lating to the construction of the arrangement clauses. In 
that case there was a contention between a considerable 
majority of the creditors who desired to support a proposed 


arrangement under these clauses: on the one hand, and 
on the other, a small minority who insisted upon a 
bankruptcy. The court decided in favour of the minority. 


Where it was proposed to carry into effect an arrangement 
under*these clauses, “it lay on the debtor to prove the affirma- 
tive,” observed L. J. Knight Bruce,” and the court ought to be 
satisfied on strong and clear evidence that the fact was so.” 
Another ground of their refusal to sanction the arrangement 
was, that the statute left it in the discretion of the commissioner 
to decide whether the arrangement was a proper one, and he 





having decided that it was not, it required a strong case to shew 
that he had not made a prudent or reasonable use of that 
discretion. 


————— 


Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting ta 
Attorneys, 





CHANGE OF VENUE—AFFIDAVIT—USE AND OCCUPATION. 
Smith vy. O'Brien, Julland y. Riches, 5 W.R. Exch. 197. 


In both these cases a rule nisi had been obtained on behalf of 
the defendant to change the venue from London to a county, 
In the first of them, the affidavit stated: 1. That the action was 
to recover rent due on a lease. 2. That there was a defence on 
the merits. 3. That the defendant was entitled to a set-off ex- 
ceeding the sum claimed; and 4. That all the defendant's 
witnesses (five in number) lived in the county in question. In 
the second case the affidavit stated: 1. That the cause of action 
arose in the county in question, and not in London. 2. That 
the defendant’s witnesses resided in such county. 3. That the 
cause could be there tried most conveniently; and 4. That the 
application was not made for delay. In both instances the 
court made the rule absolute (an ordex io change had been pre- 
viously refused in both by Mr. Baron Martin), and observed 
that the ancient practice of changing the venue in cases of this 
description (¢.e., for use and occupation, see Herring v. Watts, 
2 D. & L. 609) on the common affidavit was still to be adhered 
to, unless in cases where the opposite side showed sufficient 
grounds for not changing it, according to the rule laid down in 
De Rothchild vy. Shilston, 9 Exch. 503. 

From the observations which fell from the court in the course 
of the argument of the above case, it would seem, that had the 
plaintiffs sued as for rent due on a demise, wnder seal, and not 
(as they did) on a common count for use and occupation, a more 
special affidavit would have been required; for in such case, 
under the old practice, the common affidavit would have been 
insufficient. See Taylor v. Becket, 1 Lev. 307, Duplessis v. Chalk, 
2 Str. 878. 


ATTORNEY'S BILL.—DEFENCE OF NEGLIGENCE. 
Cox v. Leach, 5 W.R. C.P. 199. 


In this case the plaintiff had been instructed by the defendant 
to proceed at law against certain underwriters, in performance 
of which he brought an action against them in the Lord Mayor's 
Court of London, although he was aware that in order to 
maintain the action, evidence would be required from Calcutta, 
and was only to be obtained by a commission, or 7andamus, 
under 13 Geo. 3 c. 63; and though he ascertained (apparently 
before commencing the action) that on the common law side of 
the court, no such commission could issue; while if it were 
applied for from the equity side of the court, the expense of it 
would fall on the applicant. The proccedings in the Lord 
Mayor's Court were consequently abandoned, and an action 
having been brought against the client, by the attorney who 
had been instructed to sue, the verdict was entered for such 
client, with leave to the attorney to move the court. 

It was held by the Court of Common Pleas, that the charges 
in the bill delivered, which had reference to the proceedings 
taken in the Lord Mayor’s Court, could not be recovered; for that 
to sue in such local court without express directions, and without 
acquainting himself, and seeing that there was adequate 
machinery to carry out the objects of the action, was negligence 
sufficient to support a defence on that ground pro tanto. There 
were, however, in the bill delivered certain items for letters 
written to the underwriters requiring payment of the client's 
demand, before the abortive action had been commenced. And 
these charges the court held to be recoverable, on the principle 
that such letters might have produced payment of the demand. 

This judgment—in both of its parts—appears to be consistent 
with the cases in the books upon this somewhat difficult subject. 
As to the first branch (which decided that qguoad the proceedings 
in the Mayor’s Court, no costs could be recovered) it is borne 
out by the observations of Tindal, C.J., in Godefroy v. Dalton, 
6 Bing. 460, where he says, ‘an attorney is liable for the con- 
sequences of ignorance or non-observance of the rules of practice; 
for the want of care in the preparation of the cause for trial, or 
of attendance thereon with his witnesses; and for the mis- 
management of so much of the conduct of a cause as is usually 
and ordinarily allotted to his department of the profession. 
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And in accordance with this doctrine, an attorney has been held 
liable for suing for a breach of a simple contract, where the con- 
tract in truth was under seal (Cliffe v. Prosser, 2 D.P.C. 21); 
for suing in an inferior court for a cause of action arising out of 
its local jurisdiction (Williams vy. Gibbs, 5 Ad. & El. 208); for 
applying at chambers where he was expressly confined by 
statute to the court itself (Shilcock v. Passman, 7 C. & P. 289); 
for neglecting to keep alive a writ of summons sued out to save 
the statute of limitations (Hunter v. Caldwell, 10 Q.B. 69); for 
preparing an agreement to pay an annuity on the consideration 
of past co-habitation, without taking care that such agreement 
should be under seal (Parker v. Rolls, 14 C. B. 691); for taking 
proceedings on foreign bills of exchange without previously 
ascertaining that they were according to the ex loci, so indorsed 
asto enable his clients to sue thereon (Long v. Orsi, 18 C.B. 610), 
and the like, while on the other hand he has been held not liable 
for an erroneous construction of a doubtful statute or rule of 
court (Laidler vy. Elliott, 3 B. & C. 738 & Bulmer v. Gilman, 4 
Man. & Gr. 108). 

So also the second branch (which decided that the charges 
made for letters were recoverable) is in strict harmony with the 
observations of Lord Ellenborough in the case of Pusmore v. 
Birnie, 2 Starh. 59, with those of Lord Mansfield in Templer v. 
WLachlan, 2 N.R. 136; and with the case of Shaw vy. Arden, 9 
Bing. 287, which shows that where the business charged for 
could possibly have been beneficial to the client, or was reason- 
ably expected by the attorney to prove so, the defence of 
negligence is no answer to the attorney’s bill, though the cireum- 
stances may possibly be such as to render the attorney liable to 
across action for negligence. 


Bankrurrcy—Loss sy Non-Denivery oF Goops—ActT oF 
BANKRUPTCY. 


Exparte Harrison; re Lawford, 5 W. R., L. J. 193. 


In this case the bankrupt had contracted in May, 1856, to sell 
to one A. B. a certain quantity of oil to be delivered by instal- 
ments in June, July, and August; and on the 19th June he 
farther contracted to deliver in July an additional quantity. 
Qn the 14th June, the delivery of the first instalment, under 
the first contract, took place, but no other delivery of oil, under 
either contract, was ever made. On the 2nd July, the bankrupt 
filed a petition for private arrangement under 12 & 13 Vice. 
¢. 106, ss. 211, et seg., and in his account of debts inserted £88 
as a debt to A. B. arising from the non-delivery of the oil. On 
the 9th August this petition was dismissed, and the petitioner 
adjudged a bankrupt under sec. 223 of the same act. A. B. 
claimed in the proceedings on such bankrupety to prove for 
the loss he had sustained, in respect of the two contracts 
previous to the adjudication of bankruptcy under sec. 223, but 
subsequent to the filing of the petition under the arrangement 
clauses. This proof the commissioner allowed, and on its being 
appealed against by the assignees, the Lords Justices confirmed 
the decision, but in dismissing the appeal, directed the costs of 
both parties to come out of the estate. 

The judgment of the Court of Appeal proceeded on these 
grounds :—Ist. It held, that the bankruptcy adjudicated on the 
9th August did not relate back to the filing of the petition on the 
2nd July. They decided this in accordance with the case of 
Nicholson v. Gooch, 5 Ell. and Bl. 999, where one L., who had 
petitioned under sec. 211 of the Bankrupt Consolidation Act, 
on the 23rd November, 1853, was (the proceedings having been 
adjourned into open court) on the 31st December, 1853, 
adjudged a bankrupt under sec. 223; and in which case the 
Court of Queen’s Bench assented to the doctrine that an adjudi- 
cation under the last-mentioned section is the act of the court 
itself, and is not founded on any act of bankruptcy; and that 
the title of the assignees thereunder does not relate backwards 
to any prior act of bankruptcy (see also as to this Stevenson v. 
Newnham, 18 C. B. 285). 2nd. The Lords Justices held, 
chiefly on the authority of Exparte Bateman, 4 W. R. 329, that 
the debt to A. B., scheduled by the bankrupt in his petition for 
private arrangement, was a sufficient ascertainment of the 
amount of loss incurred by A. B., owing to the failure in delivery 
of the oil, to take the case out of the general rule established by 
Green v. Bicknell, 8 A. and E. 701; Utterson v. Vernon, 
3 T.R. 539; 4 T. R. 570, and other cases which establish the 
doctrine that a claim for damages requiring the verdict of a 
Jury before it can be ascertained, is not, in general, provable in 
bankruptcy. 


Professional Entelligencee, 





Pusiic EXAMINATION OF THE STUDENTS OF THE INNS OP 
Court, held at LINCOLN’s-INN-HALL, on the 8th, 9th, and 10th 
days of January, 1857. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to— 

Wrras Ricu, Esq, A Studentship of 50 guineas 


Student of the Middle Tempie, per ees, eee fer 
; a period of three years. 


GrorGE ALFRED Marrey, Esq. ? Certificate of Honour of the 
Student of the Inner Temple. 4 First Class. 


Ricwarp Copiey Cunistie, Esq., | 
Student of Lincoln’s-inn, | 
Certificates that they have 
Joun Epwanps, Esq., par Tmt Shay Rew 
: rae ees - satisfactorily passed a pub- 
Student of Lincoln’s-inn, : eins, ¢ 
, lic examination. 
Joun Rosprys, Esq., 
Student of the Inner Temple, 
By Order of the Council, 
(Signed) RicHarD BETHELL, Chairman. 
Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, 
15th Jan., 1857. 





Resutt or Hmary Term EXAMINATION. 


This examination took place on the 20th instant Master 
Cancellor presided, and the other examiners were Mr. Keith 
Barnes, Mr. Frere, Mr. Gregory, and Mr. John Young. Of 
the 153 who had given notice only 107 were examined. A 
considerable number did not leave their testimonials of due 
service of clerkship, and some left them in an imperfect state. 
It appears, that there is much carelessness in producing the 
documents required by the rules of court. Attention should 
be given to this part of the preliminary inquiry, and we under- 
stand the examiners will not in future take the examination 
conditionally, and permit the defects to be afterwards supplied. 

We regret to learn that the examination has not, on the 
whole, been satisfactory ; no less than twenty-eight candidates 
have been postponed for want of sufficient answers to the 
questions—so that only seventy-nine were passed. 

On the other hand, we are informed that honorary distinctions 
have been awarded to the three following candidates :— 

The first prize of books to the valu: of ten guineas, to Charles 
Wright, of Sunderland, who served his clerkship to Mr. J. J. 
Wright, of Sunderland; and Messrs. Maples and Pearse, of Fre- 
derick’s Place. 

The second prize of books to the value of five guineas to 
Alfred Beaven, of Highway, Wilts, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. Arthur Gore, of Mellisham, and Messrs Smith and 
Sheppard, of Golden Square; and the like prize to Henry C. 
Potter, of Inverness-terrace, Hyde-park, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. James Leman, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 





METROPOLITAN AND PrRovincrAL LAw Association. 


A meeting of the managing committee was held on Wednes- 
day the 14th inst. The committee having considered the 
request contained in a circular sent by the directors of the Law 
Newspaper Company to all the law societies, inviting communi- 
cations to the “ Soricirors’ JouRNAL AND ReErorTER” of the 
operations of the societies, and statements of occurrences which 
may from time to time take place, of a nature calculated to 
interest the profession. It was resolved that a report of matters, 
considered by the committee at their meetings, be prepared by 
the secretary, and after being settled by the chairman, be 
forwarded to the editor of the journal for insertion. 

The SecrETAry reported an active correspondence going on 
with reference to an official connection between the association 
and the law society of an important seaport town, a connection 
likely to prove mutually advantageous. 

The Assistant SECRETARY reported that arrangements had 
been made for co-operation and correspondence with the Justices’ 
Clerks Society, in measures connected with bills for consolida- 
ting the statute law relating to indictable offences. 

The AssisraAnt SecRETARY read the draft of an address 
which had been prepared, comprising some account of measures 
in contemplation for the amendment of the law, which may 
probably occupy the attention of parliament in the approaching 
session, and recommending local committees to call meetings for 
the purpose of considering the subjects referred to, and reporting 





thereon to the central committee. The address was considered, 
| and referred to a committee for revision, with a view to its being 
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printed for the information of the provincial members of the | 
committee, and the Local Law Societies. 

The following gentlemen have been recently added to the 
Committee of Management :—Mr. E. E. P. Kelsey, of Salisbury ; | 
Mr. T. Waters, of Winchester; Mr. C. E. Deacon, of South- } 
ampton; Mr. Thos. Coombs, of Dorchester; and Mr. H. S. 
Stokes, of Truro. 








Worcester Law Sociery. | 

At the annual meeting of the Worcester and Worcestershire 
Law Society, held at the Law Library, on Tuesday, the 20th | 
instant, Mr. Charles Pidcock, President in the chair, the 
following appointment of officers for the ensuing year took 
place:—Mr. John Hill, Town Clerk, President; Mr. W. N. 
Marcy, of Bewdley, Clerk of the Peace for Worcestershire, 
Vice-President; Mr. William Allen, Treasurer; and Mr. John 
Stallard, Secretary. a 

BEFORE THE Lorps JUSTICES. 


Thompson v. Finch.—In re Hayward. Jan. 27. 


Lord Justice Turner said that at the hearing of the cause 
their lordships had felt it their duty to call upon Mr. John 
Hayward, a solicitor of the court, to show cause why, upon the 
materials before it in this suit, and in other suits, he should not 
be struck off the roll. His lordship entered iato a full state- 
ment of the facts, and observed that if those facts had stood 
unexplained the court would have felt it a duty and an act of 
justice to the public to whom the integrity and character of 
solicitors are most important, and no less a duty to the great 
body of solicitors themselves, to whose character for integrity it 
was impossible to bear too high testimony, to have ordered 
this gentlenman to be at once removed from the roll of its 
officers. That there had been a gross and unqualified breach of 
trust in regard to the £1,000 and £500 was plain, and great 
irregularity and serious misconduct as to the £3,500 could not 
be doubted. When solicitors become trustees they become not 
only responsible like other trustees, but as officers of the court 
they are amenable to the court for their conduct in that cha- 
racter. Upon looking at the affidavits which Mr. Hayward 
had filed a doubt had been created in his lordship’s mind, 
though they undoubtedly did not remove altogether the 
impression made on it by the former proceedings, and more 
especially as to the point of the title-deeds, of which Mr. 
Hayward swore that he did not recollect the matter, and 
left it all to his clerk; nor did he remember the borrowing 
the deeds from Mr. Finch, which Mr. Finch had positively 
sworn that he did; and, moreover, Mr. Finch has said 
that he did not think Mr. Hayward had a fraudulent in- 
tention. It altogether appeared that forgetfulness or inad- 
vertence, rather than dishonesty, were attributable to Mr. 
Hayward. Beyond this the affidavits bore strong testimony to 
the character of Mr. Hayward, and also to his honesty, in- 
tegrity, and kindness of disposition; they showed that he was 
respected by clients who had again resorted to his advice and 
professional assistance even after he had been compelled to pass 
through the Insolvent Court. Those affidavits proved that 
county magistrates and other influential persons had restored 
him to the many important offices he had held, and that he 
had been re-elected a member of the Law Society to which he 
before belonged, and considering that Mr. Hayward’s entangle- 
ment with the affairs and property of Sir J. K. Shaw appeared 
to have led to the difficulties in which he had been involved, it 
appeared to him (Lord Jnstice Turner) that justice would be 
satisfied by directing that no further proceedings be taken in 
the matter and that Mr. Hayward should pay the costs of the 
proceedings. 

Lord Justice Kyicur Bruce said he was of the same opinion. 








ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Saturday the 31st 
January, 1857, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at 4 in the 
afternoon, for swearing solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn on the above day | 
must leave his common law admission or his certificate of 
practice for the current year at the secretary’s office, Rolls- 
yard, Chancery-lane, on or before Friday, the 30th of January | 
instant. — 
ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 

Hilary Term, 1857. 
The following days have been appointed for the admission of 





attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench :— 
Friday, January 30th. 
Saturday, January 31st. 


TAKING OUT AND RENEWAL OF ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATES, 
On January 27, 1857. 
Green, John Thomas, 32, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and Woburn. 
On February 2, 1857. 
Barr, Frederick Horatio, Leeds. 
Carnsew, Henry, 21, Parliament-street, and Great James’. 
place. 
Cozens, William, Haverfordwest, Bombay, and Boulogne. 
Hill, Stephen the younger, Salisbury. 
Palmer, Arthur Hare, Bristol and Clifton. 
Richards, John, 27, Southampton-buildings, and Walsall. 


JurwicaL Sociery. 

The Society will meet on Monday, the 26th January, at Eight 
o'clock, p.m.; the Hon. Baron Bramwell in the Chair: when 
a Paper by the Hon. J. N. Dickinson, one of the Judges of the 
Supreme Court of N.S. Wales, will be read. 

The subject of the Paper is :—“ English Case Law, with an 
Inquiry into its Essential Characteristics, and some Suggestions 
for the Formation of a complete Digest and Institutes from 
Existing Decisions.” 


SUE coe sinastainiataniaie 
Correspondence, 


IRELAND. 
(From our own Correspondent). 
Cuancerny.—Varriage with consent. 
gy 


In the case of Dobbyn vy. Adams, in which judgment was 
delivered by the Lord Chancellor on Wednesday, a point arose 
of a novel character. Mr. Adams was, under the will of his 
father, empowered to charge the family estate with a jointure, 
on his marriage, provided that it took place with the consent of 
the executor and guardian appointed by the will. After the 
testators death, but considerably before the son attained his 
majority, the latter eloped with a young lady of still more 
juvenile years, and they were married without obtaining the 
consent of any person. The ceremony was performed in an ir- 
regular way, but by an ordained clergyman. A few days after 
the marriage, the consent of the executor and guardian was 
obtained, and a regular wedding took place between the parties 
in the parish church. 

The case came on appeal from the Master of the Rolls, who 
had decided that the second marriage being regularly performed, 
and preceded by the consent, enabled Mr. Adams to charge a 
jointure on the estate (within the terms of the will). The L. C. 
held otherwise. The status of the parties was to be considered 
as determined by the first marriage. The marriage act did not 
render the irregular marriage void ab initio, but merely voidable 
within a given time, on the application of particular persons. 
No suit having been instituted by Mrs. Adams to annul the 
first marriage, it had become perfectly valid; and having taken 
place without cunsent, Mrs. Adams could not sustain her claim 
to the jointure. The order of the court below was, therefore, 
reversed, 

QUEEN'S BeNcH.—Another marriage case. 

In a case of Beamish v. Beamish, a still more curious question 
has arisen. Itis shortly this: whether a clergyman can officiate 
at his own marriage? This question arose at the assizes last 
summer, in a case of title affecting estates near Cork. It seems 
that some years since, the Rey. Mr. Beamish himself performed 
the marriage service between himself and the lady who claims 
to be his lawful widow. No other clergyman was present on 
the occasion, nor was there any witness of the ceremony, except 
one person who casually witnessed it through the window of the 
church. 

As may be supposed, this question has given rise to a vast 
amount of research and learned argument. The Fathers, and a 
host of more modern authorities have been ransacked for dicta 
bearing on the point. The arguments before the Exchequer 
Chamber (in error) having lasted for four days, concluded on 
Saturday; and the judges are now considering the authorities, 
prior to delivering judgment. 

QueEEN’s Bencu.—Reg. v. Massy.—Fracas between Solicitors. 

On Wednesday, Mr. Martley, Q.C., on behalf of the prose- 
cutor, applied for a criminal information against Mr. Massy, 
another solicitor. It appeared from the statements made in the 
affidavits, that Mr. O’Brien and Mr. Massy (who are both soli- 
citors of standing, and well known in the profession), had beet 
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acquainted with each other for several years. They lately had 
some slight differences in relation to a case in the Incumbered 
Estates Court ; but no angry collision had ever occurred between 
them. On the 29th November, the case in the Incumbered 
Estates Court stood in the list of that court, but counsel not 
attending, it was struck out. The prosecutor afterwards pre- 
yailed on the court to re-instate the case, but it was not event- 
ually heard, and the court soon after adjourned. Mr. Massy is 
stated to have resented some supposed affront arising out of 
these circumstances in an extraordinary way, to have addressed 
Mr. O’Brien in the hall with language in which the words 
“blackguard ” and “ruffian” prominently appear, and to have 
brandished his umbrella in a menacing way. The prosecutor 
checked his first impulse to inflict chastisement with a walking 
cane ; and conscious of having done nothing to merit such in- 
sult, applied to this court for redress. 

The court granted a conditional order for a criminal informa- 
tion. 

INcUMBERED Estates Court. 


It will be remembered that a promise was given by Lord 
Palmerston (in reply to some questions put to the Government 
in the House of Commons, towards the close of last session), 
that Mr. Baron Richards should resume his full duty as a 
common law judge, and be enabled to go circuit with his judi- 
cial brethren. After along delay this promise has been re- 
deemed, and the learned Baron has now quitted the court of 
which he has been the presiding chief since its institution in 
the autumn of 1849. 

The time for making this change has, however, been singu- 
larly ill chosen. The cases in the Incumbered Estates Court 
were divided among the three commissioners ; and according to 
the mode of procedure there adopted, each commissioner has 
his own list of appointments, schedules fixed for hearing, &c., 
for two or three months in advance. The conseanence is, that 
while the two remaining commissioners have their hands fully 
occupied, the entire proceedings in about six hundred cases are 
brought to a complete standstill, and nothing whatever can be 
done. 

Speculation is rife as to the course which the Government 
intend to pursue; whether a third commissioner is to be ap- 
pointed, or whether arrangements will be made so as to en- 
able the existing commissioners to transact the whole of the 
business. Meanwhile, the inconvenience caused by this abrupt 
suspension of so much important business is daily increasing ; 
and the dissatisfaction of solicitors and suitors is rapidly ap- 
proaching a point at which some general expression of: it must 
be expected to take place. Surprise is expressed that the In- 
corporated Law Society does not take up the matter, and repre- 
sent the general state of feeling to the proper authorities. 





KINGSFORD v. MERRY. 
To the Editor of Tux Soxicrrors’ JournaAL & REPORTER. 


Str,—I perceive by the Times newspaper that the great City 
meeting has been held, and what is very extraordinary, that 
whilst every speaker mentioned the necessity of remedying 
existing deficiencies in connexion with the dock warrant or 
other symbol of merchandise, the clause of the proposed bill to 
remedy the grievance is silent, altogether silent, as to documents 
of title. 

The clause in question, read to the meeting by Mr. Weguelin, 
is as follows :— 

“That any purchases, or any contract or agreement for the 
purchase and sale of merchandise, which shall be bond fide made 
by a purchaser in the ordinary course of trade, shall be as 
binding on the true owner of such merchandise, and the pur- 
chaser shall have the same right and title to the merchandise, 
as if the sale thereof, or the contract for the sale, were made by 
the true owner: provided the person who shall make such sale 
or contract, shall have the possession of the merchandise at the 
time of the sale or contract, and shall deliver over the merchan- 
dise to the buyer.” 

Now, let us see whether this, if made the law of the land, 
would advance the object of the City gentlemen. In the first 
place, does it authorise anything but an actual sale? does it 
give relief to any banker or merchant coming under advance 
merely? I trow not, for although the word “contract” is used 
in addition to the word “sale,” yet, by the rule of construction in 
such case of “ noscitur a sociis,” the contract must be ejusdem 
generis: must be in the nature of a contract for sale. But in 
what way would that serve Baron Rothschild or other capitalists 
Wishing to advance money on merchandize safely, and not to 
Speculate on the merchandize as a purchaser? But suppose this 





difficulty overcome by a special provision as to security for 
advances, is the clause in question free from further objection ? . 

To bring oneself within the words of the clause, before a safe 
contract for purchase or sale can be entered into, the buyer or 
seller, as the case may be, would have to go and see that the 
merchandise proposed to be bought or sold was in the actual 
possession of the party with whom he contracts. Would that 
give an additional facility to commerce? Again, if the party 
contracting has been shown the identical merchandise he is bar- 
gaining for, he will have to carry his circumspection still fur- 
ther; he must see that the goods delivered are the identical 
goods shown to him and included in the contract, for if the 
transaction were of fifty hhds. of Jamaica sugar per Sesostris, 
and fifty hhds. of the same quality by the same vessel but held 
under a different title were delivered to him by the fraud of 
the seller, this projected bill would not afford him protection. 
Besides, it cannot be too strongly inculcated upon commercial 
men that mere bodily possession ought not to give a title to 
merchandise, otherwise how could the capitalist be ever safe as 
to his advances—he must place confidence in the wharfinger, 
the warehousekeeper, or the carrier, and their bodily possesssion 
ought not to enable them to pass the property of their em- 
ployers. 

On this head, as it seems to me, the 4th section of the Mer- 
chant and Factors’ Act, 6 Geo. 4, c. 94, is quite sufficient pro- 
tection for fair dealing between merchants, the clause in ques- 
tion being to the effect, that persons may contract with known 
agents in the ordinary course of business, or out of that course 
within the agent’s authority, notwithstanding notice. 

On a review of the question, and having the benefit of the 
discussion at the city meeting, I am more convinced than ever 
that such a measure as I suggested in the letter you inserted in 
your second paper is that which the merchants and capitalists 
require, and ought to seek. 

I am, Sir, yours obediently, 


Jan. 21, 1857. CHREMES. 





BRENTFORD COUNTY COURT. 

To the Editor of Tuk Souicrrors’ Journat & REPORTER. 

Srr,—The cause list at the last court contained upwards of 
100 cases!—got through, as usual, during the day! It invari- 
ably contains from 100 to 200 cases, all of which are decided 
on that day. 

Some of the suitors and loungers being tired of waiting about, 
towards the end of the day became in various stages of inebriety, 
and talked, laughed, and swore, with no other interruption 
than an occasional—* Pray silence;” ‘‘ Be quiet, ladies;” “ You 
must sit down, or go out,” from the meek-spirited usher; or 
an angry dialogue between the aforesaid usher and some 
“ unprotected female” struggling at the door to gain admission. 

It is admitted, I believe, that the principle of the Small 
Debts Acts is cheap and speedy law; and for that purpose 
courts are directed to be held at least once in every month. 
But I ask you, Sir, why, in a populous district like this, the 
court does not sit once a week, or once every alternate week at 
least, having a cause-list of moderate dimensions, containing 
one-quarter or one-half of the present average number? By 
this means much of the noise, confusion, and ill-humour so 
ordinary at this court might be prevented. 

It may truly be said that it is utterly impossible for the 
learned judge (Mr. Adolphus) to give the same degree of atten- 
tion to those causes which may happen to be at the end of 
this long list, as to those at or near the beginning. The 
latter causes are more hurried; the witnesses are not allowed 
time to give their answers; the judge becomes fatigued, and 
says smart things to the suitor and their witnesses—which he 
would not have occasion to say, were the court not to crowd so 
much work into one day’s list. 

I trouble you with these remarks, in the hope that, with 
your aid, they may possibly tend to the better regulation of the 
court, and thereby to the public advantage. 

I am, Sir, yours, &e., 


Jan. 22, 1857. A Surror. 





REGISTRATION OF TITLES TO LAND 
To the Editor of Tite Soxicrrors’ Journat & REPORTER. 


Srr,—I ask permission to lay before your readers some re- 
marks in opposition to the projected revolution in the transfer 
of real property, and, before adverting to the measure itself, 
some observations on the incessant persecution carried on by 
the Legislature against the legal profession, and especially 
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against that more numerous portion of it by which the practi- 
cal details of legal business are almost entirely managed. If 
the Legislature had the power of creating some new professions, 
it might, most beneficially to society, exercise such power; but 
here is a most ancient and honourable profession, amongst 
secular professions the most important and the first in rank, 
which has furnished to the peerage one-third of its members, 
and whose actual head is always himself a peer, and presides 
in the most august assembly in the land, and the Legislature 
seeks its destruction. The members of the lower branch of that 
profession have paid to the Government the prodigious sum of 
at least seventeen or eighteen hundred thousand pounds for 
simple admission to it, and pay a very large sum annually for 
liberty to practise it; as a body they are men very highly 
qualified, and of highly honourable character; their interven- 
tion in the transfer of property, and the responsibility under 
which they act, practically afford a security in the acquisition 
and enjoyment of property which is of the highest possible 
value ; and they are treated by the Government and Legislature 
precisely as if they were a body of ticket-of-leave men, or worse— 
as a body of men whose means of obtaining an honest livelihood 
it is perfectly just, and of the highest importance to destroy. 
A profession which is the direct result and offspring of law, 
in a sense which no other profession or occupation is, law 
is employed to ruin. In other cases compensation is 
given for the destruction of vested interests. If the crier 
or some other mechanical officer of a court has his occupa- 
tion superseded, he receives full compensation for it; and 
if the occupation of attorneys and solicitors is taken from 
them, they, as officers of the courts, which they legally 
are, are just as much entitled to it, though no one thinks 
of giving it to them. If anything in the existing state of 
the laws is found not exactly to suit the views of certain 
persons who have influence in the Legislature, they have only to 
raise an interested or ignorant cry against the profession; and 
measures involving the grossest injustice towards it, to an 
extent which threatens the actual extermination of the larger 
portion of its members, are eagerly carried, and both Houses of 
Parliament unite in them with as much satisfaction as if they 
were engaged in a just, and wise, and charitable work. In the 
present instance, Punch is, not quite inappropriately, set to work 
to introduce the revolutionary change, and the Zimes follows. 
The Times declares that such a measure cannot be otherwise 
than highly beneficial to the public, though it admits, either 
with afiected nxaiveté or gross ignorance, that ‘a great part” of 
the employment of professional men depends upon the transfer 
of property : in the latter case—of ignorance—“plusquim ne 
creditis actum est.” Possibly it is not aware of the full extent 
of the injury which it labours to inflict, seeing that not only a 
very great part, but the whole, in many cases, of professional 
practice, consists of business thus arising, and that, too, in 
offices of the very highest respectability. But any one ac- 
quainted with the 7imes, knows what value to attach to a 
judgment thus expressed ; it does not imply that there is any 
good ground for thinking the public really interested in the 
matter; it may be for the public advantage, or otherwise; it 
does not even imply that the 7imes knows or thinks anything 
about the matter: this it implies, and only this, that it suits, 
or is supposed to suit, the immediate purposes of the Zimes 
to say so. But unfortunately, as much injustice and op- 
pression may be perpetrated in the name of ‘The Public,” 
as in the name of “ Liberty,” by taking advantage—as has 
been done in other cases, demonstrably to the public injury 
—of the disgraceful fallacy of first subtracting from the 
real public the classes most deeply interested in particular 
measures, and then calling tre residue the public, and making 
that appear an advantage to the public as a whole, which is 
really an advantage only to one part of it (if even that), at the 
expense of much more serious disadvantage to another. Legis- 
lators do not seem to be aware how easily and directly, and 
how forcibly, such a principle may be brought to bear upon a 
general confiscation of funded or landed property, or the sanc- 
tion which they are consequently giving to the Communist 
principle in acting upon it. The outcry against the emolu- 
ments of the profession is altogether unreasonable; those of 
other parties connected with the transfer of property are much 
higher. ‘The estate-agent or the stock-broker can as easily 
gain a given number of thousands in a year as the solicitor can 
hundreds, and with a smaller number of persons in their em- 
ploy, and dependent upon them. Even in small transactions, if 
there be no special occasion of increased expense, the cost is 
small, exclusive of stamps, in proportion to the value of the 
property, and in larger ones trivial in comparison. If a broker 





buys shares to the amount of £5,000, $ per cent. is charged to 
both parties, making £50; and he has merely to step into 
Capel-court, make a memorandum in his book, fill up a printed 
form, send it for registration, and settle at stated intervals the 
balance of an account; perhaps even buying and selling the 
same stock several times over before it is actually transferred, if 
transferred at all, and charging the same commission upon each 
transaction. With a straightforward title, the expenses of 
vendor and purchaser on a conveyance of land of the same 
value will seldom amount to near so much, exclusively of 
stamps; but the purchaser or mortgagor is apt to look at the 
total amount only of his solicitor’s bill, and set down to his 
emolument the stamps, which, as an unpaid collector of taxes, 
and at his own risk, he advances to the Government. In large 
transactions even the banker's charge for a remittance of the 
purchase-money, or for paying it over the counter to the party 
entitled to it, will exceed the charges of the solicitor. Archi- 
tects, surveyors, auctioneers, almost every profession, makes 
higher charges than the solicitor, and without a corresponding 
measure of responsibility. If the cost of a transfer of interests 
in real property is thought too high, the simplest and most 
equitable way of reducing it is to reduce the stamps; and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer might as well do this as extermi- 
nate three-fifths of the members of a profession who pay 
annually, for permission to exercise it, a sum very considerable 
in the aggregate, and which too often—such is the rate of pro- 
fessional emolument—amounts to a duplication of the income- 
tax, and at the same time throw away almost entirely the large 
amount which is now derived from articles of clerkship. To 
destroy the legalised emoluments of the solicitor, instead of re- 
ducing the stamps, is precisely equivalent to charging the 
stamps on conveyances and securities to the solicitor, instead of 
charging them to the paity. 

But supposing that the contemplated change, instead of 
operating to the extermination of the greater part of the profes- 
sion, should have the effect of raising it, in point of emolument, 
to the far higher position of professions of inferior dignity and 
importance. Still it must be considered liable to inseparable 
objections, and those of the very gravest character on public 
grounds. I am here obliged to controvert the views expressed 
in the leading article on the subject in your first number— 
expressed, that is to say, provisionally until the scheme is more 
developed—but the interests of the public, not less than those 
of the profession, imperatively require that the objections to it 
should be fairly stated—in general terms at least. A much 
larger space and very extensive consideration would be required 
to give full effect to them. There is a fundamental error in the 
very idea of assimilating the conveyance of land to the transfer 
of stock. The latter is merely the transfer of an abstract right 
—a right to have a certain sum of money inscribed against your 
name in a certain book, and to receive the dividends accruing 
upon that sum. But a line in a book is a very different thing 
from an acre of land; in the former case no specific thing is 
conveyed, nothing which the transferree can take into his posses- 
sion, nothing that can be individualized or distinguished from 
other stock, otherwise than as forming a certain proportion of 
the whole amount. In the latter case the thing conveyed is a 
specific, individual, local, property, which must be distinguished 
from all other property by situation, by metes and bounds, and 
other continually varying means of identification, and which 
the owner may enter upon and use, or permit others to 
enter upon and use, for an indefinite variety of purposes; 
in which, moreover, a great variety of partial interests are 
continually carved out, not only with much greater frequency 
than in the case of stock, but of a kind of which neither stock 
nor any similar species of property is susceptible. Look at the 
possible varieties of interest in the same property exemplified 
in the second paragraph of the article referred to. How 
are these to be dealt with in the same manner as 
a transfer of stock from A. to B.? This difference 
is inherent and essential; «nd circumstantially there is 4 
difference also, in the much greater frequency with which 
stock and similar kinds of property are bought merely for specu- 
lative purposes, when a simple transfer of the absolute right to 
a single owner may be sufficient. When partial interests are 
created in property of this kind a separate deed (or will) is ne- 
cessary for the purpose; and where is the advantage to the 
parties interested in having their title regulated by instruments 
distinct from the transfer itself instead of a single deed? The 
truth is, that the recognition of none but absolute and legal 
interests in stock and shares is intended, not for the advantage 
of the parties interested, but for the convenience of the bank, oF 
of the joint-stock company whose shares are transferred, and in 
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order to relieve them from the infinite complications that would 
arise if they were compelled to recognise all the partial inte- 
rests to which their stock, in indefinite subdivision, would be 
subjected. It is for this purpose that corresponding provisions 
are expressly introduced in the settlement deeds of joint-stock 
companies ; and the truth of the statement I have just made is 
thus exemplified. I am connected with two or three of these, 
and know that the system is extremely inconvenient to the 
shareholders, especially on a devolution of the shares; though 
essential to the proper management of the concern. But the 
necessity which in these cases exists for recognising only abso- 
lute ownership does not exist in the slightest degree in the 
transfer of a specific local property from one individual to an- 
other, where there are no corporate interests, and where no other 
parties have either right or occasion to interfere; and to ignore, 
without occasion for it, partial or equitable interests, is only to 
open the door to innumerable illegitimate dealings with inte- 
rests in land, corresponding with those which the other system 
is experimentally and unavoidably found to admit with regard 
to the kinds of property regulated by it. Surely it is a plan 
far more straightforward, natural, efficient, and secure, to allow 
the interests of tenant for life, reversioner, lessee, mortgagor, or 
mortgagee, or cestui que trust, to appear upon the face of the 
instruments by which these interests are governed, than to at- 
tempt to regulate them by instruments collateral to an actual 
transfer which makes a single person falsely appear as the ab- 
solute owner, and leaves it in his power at any moment either 
to defeat those interests, or defraud a purchaser of his purchase- 
money ; especially when the plan is thoroughly well settled and 
understood, and works with admirable efficiency; and when 
great inconvenience must attend a change, and innumerable 
questions be set afloat by it which cannot now arise. 

It is suggested that such absolute apparent owner would 
only be placed in the same position as a mortgagee or trustee, 
with power of sale, now is. The case is very widely different, 
in point of fact ; but, before showing this, I ask why other 
parties are to be placed in this position, who now stand in quite 
different relations to each other? Are all the leasehold in- 
terests existing in London on the estates of the Duke of Bedford, 
or the Marquis of Westminster, to be ignored, or is their rever- 
sionary interest to be so? Is the tenant for life, as absolute 
owner, to be enabled to convey the interest of the reversioners, 
when the transaction may never be discovered till the death of 
the former ?—or is the reversioner to be enabled to defeat the 
interest» f the tenant for life? On the present system, no such 
possibility exists; on the system proposed, no precaution could 
prevent the continual occurrence of such transactions. Caveats 
may be useful in certain cases; as where a will is likely to be 
offered for probate, which is not entitled to it; but what would 
be the use of them where a party interested has no possible 
means of knowing the steps about to be taken to his prejudice ? 
And what would be the value of a distringas, when the value of 
his interest has been expended or realised, and carried off to 
America? Were there no other objection to the change of sys- 
tem than that of compelling the owners of partial or equitable 
interests to become active asserters of their rights, instead of 
resting upon them in a position which no one now ever thinks 
of assailing, because those rights are apparent on the face of 
documents under which the title must be-derived, it would be 
a change immeasurably for the worse. And, supposing such in- 
terests to have been wrongfully conveyed, is the owner of them 
or the purchaser to bear the loss ?—and, if the latter, will it 
not be incumbent upon him to institute a strict examination of 
the vendor's title, even as now, except that it would be under 
circumstances which would make the investigation much more 
difficult, and less satisfactory, than at present? But, return- 
ing to the position of mortgagor and mortgagee, and supposing 
it as reasonable as it is unreasonable, that other parties should 
be placed in the same relative position, so far as regards the 
power of the one over the property of the other, the comparison 
fails in the most essential points. The equity of redemption of 
the mortgagor is disclosed in the document which contains the 
power of the mortgagee. The purchaser can judge for him- 
self of the validity of the power, without ignoring the interest 
of the mortgagor. It is always provided that express 
notice, at least three months before a sale, shall be given to 
the mortgagor, or that interest shall be for a certain period 
in arrear, so that he is aware of his liability to have the 
property sold; and in practice, notwithstanding that provision, 
express notice is always given when the mortgagor is acces- 
sible, and the property, if sold without his consent, is almost 
Invariably advertised for sale. The mortgagor thus always 
knows when and from whom to claim any balance of the pur- 





chase-money. This bears no practical resemblance to a system 
which would enable a mortgagee of an estate worth £10,000 
and mortgaged for £1,000, to effect, as absolute owner, either a 
real or colourable sale of the property, without the mortgagor 
knowing anything about it, perhaps, till long afterwards, when 
the purchase-money is removed out of his reach. So, with 
regard to trustees, I doubt whether an instance ever occurs 
of a trustee selling real estate in order to avail himself of the 
proceeds of it, though it occurs very frequently with regard to 
stock on the system which it is proposed to substitute for the 
present. At all events, the interest of the parties equitably 
entitled is disclosed; they may be referred to, if necessary ; 
and, in fact, their concurrence in the conveyance is generally 
asked for and given, unless infancy, absence, or some other 
reasonable cause affords a reason for this not being done. 
Besides, it must be remembered that trustees are always selected 
persons, and generally there are two or more of them; whilst 
the absolute apparent owner, when not a trustee, may be any- 
body ; and even when a trustee, is to be placed, it seems, singly 
upon the register, thus making invariable that very condition 
which now very frequently makes equitable interests unsale- 
able, and unavailable for the purposes of a security, when it 
accidentally occurs. 

I can only notice one other objection to the change. It is 
suggested that all partial interests must become merely equit- 
able interests. If it were so, it would indirectly involve a 
violent and almost total change of the judicature to which 
legal interests in real estate are now subjected; a change that 
would be attended with the most serious inconveniences, and 
with this amongst them, that it would probably be a quarter of 
a century before the law of real property became again settled, 
if that should ever be the case, when it seems to be an axiom 
of legislation that the law shall never be allowed to remain on 
any point the same, except for the shortest period possible; and 
when a vice-chancellor may, any day during the session of 
Parliament, appeal to the bar for information, whether all the 
laws of England have been altered since the preceding day. 

Of course, I am well aware that a vulgar clamour exists 
against the present system of conveyancing, as against the law 
of real property itself—especially by a class of persons whose 
knowledge of both informs them that entails are created not by 
the act of parties, but by law; and gives them equal under- 
standing of the law on other points—but any sound objection 
to them I have never seen stated, whilst the admirable efficiency, 
and especially (the most important one) the security of the 
system, it would be futile to deny. I believe it to be nothing 
but a senseless rage, a mania for innovation, or a cupidity which 
will allow nothing to remain to another which it can appro- 
priate to itself, that demands the change; unless perchance it 
should be a discreditable desire to raise a little political capital 
—in which attempt more may be lost than gained—by acting 
upon a vulgar prejudice. As a system of jurisprudence, I 
believe that nothing in the civil law has equalled, or, in any 
other law, approached our code of laws relating to property. It 
was also a thoroughly coherent system, until tampered with by 
hands not qualified to deal with it, and for the most part is so 
still. The form of conveyance also has been a thoroughly 
scientific one, and none likely to be substituted for it will bear 
comparison with it in this respect. A little antique gravity of 
language is no objection to it; a change in this respect would 
be no more advantageous than to the bible or the prayer-book ; 
and the grammatical and logical strictness and fulness of 
expression which are ignorantly called tautology, would be very 
ill replaced by popular language that would leave things much 
more open to evasion or dispute. Who attempts to drive a 
coach-and-six through a well drawn conveyance? Are our 
acts of parliament equally well drawn? I can discern no 
“feudalism” in the forms of conveyance, though I studied law 
when well educated lawyers were accustomed to go more deeply 
to its foundations than it is usual to do now. If there be 
feudalism, it is in the Jaw of real property, not in the convey- 
ance; and this, I have no doubt, is one object of indirect 
attack. But are monarchy, aristocracy, the ownership as dis- 
tinct from the occupation of land, and all other things that can 
be traced up to feudal times, to be rejected on that account? 
Is everything necessarily evil that has existed previously to the 
nineteenth century? Is the very existence of a thing a reason 
for abolishing it? Have all the changes already made been 
productive of unmixed good, or even of good upon the whole ? 
Is it a fitting thing that there should be no stability in law, and 
that every fanciful member of Parliament, and every aggressive 
class, should be permitted to deal with existing systems of juris- 
prudence as if they were mere rubbish, which, for the indul- 
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gence of their own whims, they may order to be removed and 
cast away ? 

It has been suggested that the contemplated change is pro- 
moted by some London solicitors with the view of advancing 
their own interests at the expense of their brethren in the 
country. I am unwilling to contemplate the invidious dis- 
tinction, and think it incredible that such a suicidal measure 
should be promoted with that view. A central registration I 
believe utterly impracticable; and if a Legislature which has 
established local courts could cover itself with ridicule by at- 
tempting to establish a central transfer of local property, it 
cannot be doubted that the country at large would oppose a 
resistance to a measure involving such monstrous injustice and 
such intolerable inconvenience, which it would be impossible to 
withstand. But supposing that instead of being directed to the 
extermination, as far as possible, of the profession at large, the 
measure were so arranged as only to destroy the country prac- 
titioners for the benefit of the comparatively small body of 
practitioners in London, the result to the latter would be the 
worst that could be conceived. A large proportion of the 
country practitioners, either from expedience or necessity, would 
migrate to London, or open offices there, and travel backwards 
and forwards, as architects, engineers, and other professional 
men now do; thus not only neutralising the expected benefit, 
but competing with the London practitioners for the London 
practice, and taking into their own hands their own agency 
business and that of their connections in the country. It is the 
whole profession that is threatened with the destruction of its 
legitimate interests, though not in equal measure; and the in- 
terests of the whole profession require that a change so inju- 
rious and so impolitic should be most resolutely withstood. In 
doing so it would be sustained by the sense of the more intelli- 
gent and upright portion of the public itself. ‘“ Live and let 
live,” is the just and generous maxim which yet prevails with 
a large portion of the public, though Governments and Legisla- 
tures, and certain other aggressive classes, may be disposed to 
reject it as feudal, or obsolete, or otherwise unworthy of the 
middle of the nineteenth century. My name, of course, I com- 
municate to you ; but as the force of my reason does not depend 
upon it, I think it unnecessary to obtrude it upon your readers. 

I am, Sir, yours respectfully, 
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The Common Law Procedure Acts of 1852 § 1854, §e., ge. 
By Tuomas Hucu Marknam, Esq,, M.A., Barrister-at-law. 
Wildy & Sons. 


THE course of legal literature in reference to the recent changes 
in common law practice, has been rather amusing to a bye- 
stander. No sooner had the first clouds, ominous to chicane and 
the pleader’s art, which rolled over the horizon of the common 
law in the early part of 1852, burst in the form of the Procedure 
Act of that year, than many a Coke took heart of grace and 
commenced his commentary on a new Littleton. His practice— 
each aspirant felt—could not be injured; and if his chance of 
future fees were in some measure diminished, why, at all 
events, behold a golden opportunity to establish his claims as 
a jurist, if not yet as an advocate! At allevents it was incum- 
bent on him forthwith to study the act and the report of the 
commissioners on which it was founded. He could not afford 
to wait, as many of his be-briefed brethren did, to study each point 
as it arose and enlivened his well-laden table. He must try 
to understand the statute for his own edification; and what 
better or more recognised way of so doing than by writing 
an edition thereof with notes for the use of the public? It really 
was a tempting field for speculation—that act with its 236 sec- 
tions, and its brace of schedules :—so many ingenious specula- 
tions to be raised on each of them by the ambitious !—so many 
useful remarks to be left (and safely left) unsaid by the 
cautious or the dull!—such stores of blue-book and text-book 
learning to be filched by the unscrupulous! Accordingly, Messrs. 
Holland, Lawrence, Kerr, Francis, Pearson, and many more, 
mended their pens and set to work. Mr. Holland anno- 
tated because he had been secretary to the commission; Mr. 
Lawrence, we suppose, because he had not; Mr. Kerr wrote 
that he might become known; and Mr. Pearson (he has since 
died, and the profession has lost a worthy man and a sound 
lawyer) bestowed upon us the fruit of his large experience. 
These various editions were born and died, after success propor- 
tionate to their respective merits. Time rolled on, and lo! 











another cloud arose, almost as lowering as its predecessor—yiz,, 
the Common Law Procedure Act 1854; and by this time—to 
say nothing of several judicial decisions on different points— 
there were the General Rules (practice and pleading) of Hilary 
Term, 1853—the giant offspring of their Titanic parent of the 
preceding year. These all required to be dealt with, and then 
followed the Rules of 1854, founded on the Procedure Act of that 
year. All these successive inroads on the existing practices 
fairly routed the general forces of the annotating army. A few, 
we believe, still stood to their colours. Mr. Kerr expounded the 
later Statutes and Rules, though with less success, in our humble 
judgment, than in his earlier efforts. Mr. Pearson, too, married 
the two Procedure Acts, and produced a handy volume enough, 
which is still in request; but the larger number had had 
enough of it. Besides, by this time, heavier guns had 
been brought to bear, and the whole fortress of ‘‘ Common 
Law Practice” was about to be attacked; whereas the 
assailants to whom we have alluded had been content to let fly 
at some salient points thereof which had been brought into pro- 
minence by the Acts themselves. In a word, Captain Archbold- 
by-Chitty-by-Prentice, and Captain Lush-by-Stephen, took the 
field, and two ponderous works saw the light, of which it is 
our intention and our wish to speak with the most sincere re- 
spect. Both of them (as was necessary to the plan of their 
conception) set forth and attempted to explain, not the Procedure 
Acts and Rules by the practice theretofore existing, but the ex- 
isting practice itself ;—the acts and rules affecting a small part 
only, in comparison, of their contents. And to the full and 
proper elaboration of this design it is evident that the produc- 
tions of Messrs. Holland & Co. were preliminary ; and, we doubt 
not, of considerable use. Since the publication, however, of the 
two important treatises just referred to, we believe that, with 
the exception of the work placed at the head of this notice, 
none of the annotating character, in reference to this branch of 
the law, have been published ; and, we apprehend, for the simple 
reason that none were required. In this opinion, however, 
Hugh Markham, Esq., M.A., did not, for one, coincide, and he 
has accordingly given to the profession a book which (we quote 
from his title-page) contains ‘‘an abstract of every case de- 
cided on the construction of the Common Law Procedure Acts, 
1852 and 1854,” up to October, 1856 ; “ copious information on 
the New Practice of the Courts of Common Law at Westminster, 
and new precedents and forms adapted to the various enactments 
of the Acts; together with the ‘ Regule senerales’ of 1853 and 
1854; the new Pleading Rules”—(we would suggest that these 
last form part of the ‘Regule Generales’ first mentioned]— 
“the Directions to the Masters of the Courts; the Scales of 
Costs on Taxation; the List of Fees under the Statute of the 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 73; Table of Cases and full Index; forming a 
complete and concise book of practice.” Well! we felt a little 
out of breath when we came to the end of this bill of fare, and 
a little surprised at the moderate dimensions of the book itself— 
96 pages to wit, with an additional 137 pages, or thereabouts, 
made up with the schedules and forms which have been already 
appended, more or less fully, to most of the works we have al- 
luded to (as well as to many others); and which, indeed, are to 
be had from any law stationer. Moreover, of these 96 pages, 
we imagine about 50 or 60 (for we do not profess to have 
entered into any abstruse calculation on the point) consist 
of the text of the two Procedure Acts themselves. Now, 
we do not state it as a grievance that Mr. Markham has 
favoured us with so little original matter from his pen—far from 
it—but we confess the title-page and the dedication to Mr. 
Justice Willes (which last is really amusing in its way, but too 
long to reprint here) had prepared us for something quite of 
a different nature. 

We have not left ourselves any great space to examine the 
quality of the small residuary meal extractible by the hungry 
student or practitioner : and, indeed, the object of this notice has 
been to enter a good-humoured protest against a far too common 
class of books to which this belongs—of great promise but 
small performance ; and wherein there is great expenditure of 
type, but little of patient thought, or from the resources of pro- 
found knowledge—rather than to expose individual deficiencies. 
And yet the original matter, such as it is, will scarcely satisfy 
the assisa panis established for those who would cater to the 
legal appetite ; and it would be ill-timed leniency not to justify 
this judgment by a few examples. We take, therefore, 
a section or two at random. First, then, in a note to s. 51 
of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, we find, that “the 
Editor heard the Lord Chief Justice (Jervis) of the Common 
Pleas a few weeks since, while the case of Chester v. Wortley 
was being argued before him, say, the proper way to answer I~ 
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terrogatories is to give a separate and distinct answer to each 
question ; that is to say, a specific answer to a specific question, 
as for example—Interrogatory the first.—Answer. Interroga- 
tory the second.—I decline to answer.” And to help out this 
judicial example (which, as so reported, is, in truth, not over 
lucid) the editor employs one of his 96 pages in printing certain 
interrogatories in an interesting case called Boldero v. Race, 
which, so far as we know, has not yet emerged from our Editor's 
chambers; but in the future proceedings whereof he anticipates 
an order from Mr. Justice Crowder, bearing date “ 20th Dec., 
1858.” Now, it strikes us asa pity that a note of the case Crooms 
v. Morrison, 5 Ell. & Bl. 984 (reported nomine Crews v. Morrison, 
4 W. R. Q. B. 282), was not here substituted, for it gives infor- 
mation as to the affidavit which is required in an application for 
interrogatories before declaration; as well as that of James v. 
Barns, 17 C. B. 596, which determines a similar point in reference 
to interrogatories applied for after plea. And we are concerned 
to find no note of Tetley v. Easton, 16 C. B. 643 and 25 L. J. 293. 
So also at sect. 173 of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, 
we were somewhat scandalised—notwithstanding the deprecatory 
assertion there made by the Editor that “it was not the province 
of the work to explain what defence a landlord might and may 
set up ”—to find no allusion to Clarke v. Arden, 16 C. B, 227. 
Again at sect. 210 of the same act our best spectacles have failed 
to discover Romily v. Fycroft, 4 W. R.Exch. 26. And, not to pur- 
sue the task, at 17 & 18 Vict. c. 125, s. 15, Tyerman v. Smith, 25 
L. J. Q. B. 359, must be returned non est inventus ; while, on the 
other hand, we are informed, on the authority of Lock vy. Vulliamy 
(a case more than 20 years old), that “no precise form of words is 
requisite to constitute an award:” which is all Mr. Markham has 
to say to the section in question; though as our readers are pro- 
bably aware, it regulates the important subject of the time during 
which awards are to be made. By the way, this reminds us of 
another complaint we have to make, on parting with our annotator; 
and this is, thatevery now and then—in default of points judicially 
decided on the Procedure Acts—he has inserted (apparently 
pretty much, at hazard, from the text books) notices of cases long 
ago decided, in reference to \he part of practice to which the 
section he is dealing with has more or less affinity. Such 
surplusage is worse than useless in a book such as that before us 
is intended to be, the plan of which is not devoid of merit; and 
Mr. Markham, if he would efficiently carry it out, might add, 
from time to time, a convenient manual to our libraries. 





Questions at the Examination. 


HILARY TERM, 1857. 
I. PRELIMINARY. 


1. Where, and with whom, did you serve your clerkship? 

2. State the particular branch or branches of the law to which 
you have principally applied yourself during your clerkship. 

3. Mention some of the principal law books which you have 
read and studied. 

4. Have you attended any, and what, law lectures ? 


II. Common anp Stature Law AnD PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts. 

5. State some of the principal causes of action at common 

Ww. 

6. What is the first step to be taken in such actions ? 

7. Is it necessary to give notice of any action? if so, state 
the natnre of such action. 

8. Explain the nature of an action of trover. 

9. What is an action of ejectment ? 

10. Is there any recent alteration in the form of such action ? 
if so, state it. 

11. Suppose a party has money or goods in his possession 
belonging to A., and he is called upon to retain them to answer 
a claim of B. and C., has he any, and what, means of obtaining 
relief? 

12. State the mode of proceeding in such a case. 

13. Is there any recent alteration in the mode of defending 
actions on bills of exchange ? 

14, What is the usual mode of submitting a question to arbi- 
tration ? 

15. If a party be dissatisfied with an award, what steps are 
necessary to set it aside? 

16. What are the usual modes of enforcing an award ? 

17. If some issues be found on a trial for the plaintiff, and 
others for the defendant, how does it affect the costs, and which 
party has the costs of the cause ? 





18. Is a plaintiff entitled to costs in cases where the amount 
recovered is under £20, as a matter of course ? 

19. When a defendant pays money into court generally, and 
the plaintiff takes it out and proceeds for a further sum, and 
fails, how are the costs taxed ? 


III. ConvEYANCING. 


20. Define a chose in action, and state what a husband’s 
interest is in his wife’s chose in action ? 

21. Describe the modes of effecting exchanges of real estate, 
where parties are under disability. 

22. State the principal provisions of the Statute of Mortmain. 

23. State the usual heads of a marriage settlement of real 
estate. 

24. What is the effect of a conveyance by a tenant in tail 
in remainder during, the life, and without the concurrence, of a 
tenant for life in possession ? 

25. Do estates in joint tenancy, tenancy in common, and 
coparcenary differ in any, and what, essential particulars ? 

26. State the principal alterations in the law made by the 
Wills Act, 7 W. 4, and 1 Vic. c. 26. 

27. What attestation of a will is required? is any particular 
form necessary, and what is the usual form ? 

28. Ought a purchaser of an estate to ascertain the terms of 
the tenancy of the occupier of the estate, and why ? 

29. When a father has power to appoint among all his 
children, must he appoint something to each, or may he exclude 
any ? 

30. When does a bankrupt’s real estate vest in his assignees ? 

31. What is the effect of bankruptcy on a general power to 
appoint real estate ? 

32. If a trustee of a term die leaving an executor, who dies 
and leaves an~ exeeutor,—who is the representative of the 
trustee, and who, if the executor die intestate ? 

33. What deeds require enrolment ? 

34. What deeds require registration, and where, and what 
must the memorial contain ? 


IV. Equity AND PRACTICE OF THE COURTS. 


35. State the several proceedings in a suit on the part of the 
plaintiff and defendant preliminary to a motion for decree. 

36. In what circumstances is a bill taken pro confesso 
against the defendant, and what is the effect of that proceeding ? 

37. Upon the case made against him by bill or claim, the 
defendant is advised that facts within the knowledge of the 
plaintiff will assist his defence; what is the course to be adopted 
in such a case, in what stage of the suit; and can the proceed- 
ing in question be adopted where the suit is commenced by 
claim as well as when it is commenced by bill? and state in 
what respect does the present practice of the court in such a 
case differ from the former practice. 

38. A client consults you on the means of putting an im- 
mediate stop to the felling of ornamental timber on his estate 
by his tenant under a colour of right ;—state the proceedings, 
step by step, which should be taken by you for the purpose of 
obtaining an injunction exparte, how soon it can be obtained, 
either whilst the Court is sitting or during the Long Vacation, 
and the course of proceeding after motion made and granted. 

39. If the defendant in the case supposed in the previous 
question, is aware that an injunction is about to be applied for 
exparte, and is advised that it would not be granted if the 
motion were opposed, what course should his solicitor adopt ? 

40. A. contracts with B. for the sale of an estate, and C. 
ontracts with D. for the sale of Government Stock, B. and D. 
acre desirous to enforce the completion of the contract made with 
each. State the remedy which is open to each. 

41. If two persons jointly purchase an estate, paying un- 
equal proportions of the purchase-money, and take the con- 
veyance in their joint names, and one dies, what will be the 
interest of the survivor in the estate ? 

42. State generally the cases in which a wife’s equity to a 
settlement or maintenance out of her own property arises and 
is enforced by the Court. 

43. Must such a settlement be made in every case, or how 
may the right to it be waived ? 

44, A. purchases and pays for a freehold estate, which is 
conveyed by the vendor to B. C. purchases and pays for 
Government Stock, which is transferred into the name of D. 
Is there a resulting trust in both or either of these cases in 
favour of A. or C. upon simple proof of the payment of the 
purchase-money by him ? 

45. State what contracts and conditions in restraint of trade 
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are void, and in what cases such contracts and conditions may 
be enforced. 

46. A mortgagee has called in the mortgage money, which 
the mortgagor is unable to pay, but a third party is willing to 
advance it upon a transfer of the mortgage. Is the mortgagee 
bound to transfer the mortgage, and what course must be pur- 
sued if he refuses ? 

47. A freehold estate stands limited to A. for life, remainder 
to his son B. (an infant) for life, remainder to the first and other 
sons of B. in tail, and the settlement contains no power of sale. 
Can the estate be sold, and what proceedings are necessary for 
the purpose ? 

48. A. devises his real estate to B., and his personal estate to 
C.; the real estate is subject to a mortgage debt, and either 
estate is sufficient for the payment of it. As between B. and C., 
which is liable to the debt, and state any special circumstances 
which may govern your answer ? 

49. State the object of the act 10 & 11 Vict. c. 96, for better 
securing “Trust Funds and for the Relief of Trustees,” and the 
course of proceeding under it on the part as well of trustees as 
of parties claiming the trust funds. 

V. BANKRUPTCY AND PRACTICE OF THE Courts. 

50. To what tribunal does the general jurisdiction in bank- 
ruptey, formerly exercised by the Lord Chancellor, now belong? 

51. In what mode are all matters for the determination of the 
Court of Appeal to be brought under the consideration of the 
court ? 

52. To what higher tribunal is there any further appeal, and 
under what circumstances ? 

53. State generally the proceedings necessary to be taken, and 
by whom, in order to obtain an adjudication in bankruptcy. 

54. Ifan adjudication be improperly obtained against a trader, 
what course must he pursue in order to set aside the same, and 
what is the consequence of his not doing so ? 

55. In actions by or against assignees of bankrupts, are there 
any, and what, steps to be taken to enable the opposing parties 
to dispute the validity of the adjudication? 

56. What are the consequences of the taking, or omitting to 
take, such steps? 

57. A creditor, having brought his action at law, afterwards 
takes out an adjudication against his debtor, can he proceed with 
such action ? 

58. What is the lowest amount of debt which must be owing 
to a creditor to enable him to obtain an adjudication ? 

59. Can a creditor, having a security for his debt, by way of 
mortgage, be a petitioning creditor? 

60. Can joint creditors prove on the separate estate, or sepa- 
rate creditors on the joint estate? If so, to what extent can 
they interfere in the proceedings of the bankruptcy ? 

61. If the drawer or indorser of a bill become bankrupt before 
it falls due, and the bill, when due, is dishonoured by the ac- 
ceptor, to whom should notice of the dishonour be given ? 

62. Are there any, and what, circumstances which will ex- 
cuse a want of notice of the dishonour of a bill or note to which 
the bankrupt is a party ? 

63. In what case is the future property of a certificated bank- 
rupt applicable for the creditors under that adjudication ? 

64, Can an uncertificated bankrupt acquire property ? and, if 
so, can he retain it against any, and what, persons ? 


VI. Crrowmnat LAw AnD PROCEEDINGS BEFORE Macais- 
TRATES. 


65. What is the rule of law as to the liability of infants for 
criminal offences? Up to what age are they considered abso- 
lutely incapable of committing such offences, and what is the 
principle to be applied where they are above that age? 

66. How are depositions of witnesses required to be taken and 
signed on charges of indictable offences before magistrates, and 
under what circumstances, and with what limitations, may such 
depositions be given in evidence against the accused upon his 
trial ? 

67. Under what circumstances is a confession by a prisoner 
not receivable in evidence against him? If stolen property be 
found in a place indicated in an inadmissible confession, may 
the fact of its being so found be given in evidence? 

68. Describe shortly the nature of the offences of larceny, 
embezzlement, and obtaining money or goods by false pretences, 
and state the principal facts required to be proved in each case. 

69. Can a person be found guilty of obtaining money by false 
pretences where he obtains it by means of a false and fraudulent 


representation made in the course of a contract of sale and pur- | 


chase, with reference to the subject of the coutract ? 


| 





70. Is the evidence of an accomplice sufficient in point of 
law to support a conviction, if uncorroborated ? What is the 
correct practice as to requiring corroboration in such a case ? 

71. Where a person is found in possession of stolen property 
very shortly after the time when it was stolen, what inference 
are the jury warranted in drawing as to his guilt, and how may 
it be rebutted ? 

72. In an indictment for larceny how many distinct acts of 
stealing may be charged against the prisoner, and under what 
limitations as to time and ownership of the property may they 
be so charged ? 

73. If it is doubtful upon the evidence in your possession 
whether a person is guilty of stealing property, or of receiving 
it knowing it to have been stolen by another, how should you 
proceed so as to ensure the best chance of a conviction ? 

74. What are the nature and essential ingredients of the 
offence of forgery at common law? Need an intent to defraud 
a particular person be stated in the indictment, or proved ? 

75. What is the difference between direct and circumstantial 
evidence ? 

76. What are the several modes in which a libel upon a 
private individual may be proceeded for criminally, and under 
what circumstances may either of such modes be adopted? 
What special matters may now be proved asa defence in such a 
proceeding ? Can verbal slander be prosecuted criminally ? 

77. If a public highway is obstructed or out of repair, in 
what mode may redress be sought? Will a civil action ever 
lie for such an obstruction? What parties are liable to be pro- 
ceeded against for the non-repair of a highway, and of a county 
bridge ? 

78. Under what circumstances may a poor person who is 
chargeable to a parish be irremovable therefrom? Upon what 
fund is the cost of maintaining such irremovable poor cast? 
Does such irremovability confer a settlement ? 

79. What is the nature of the occupation of real property 
which is necessary to render the occupier rateable for the relief 
of the poor; and upon what principle is rateable value esti- 
mated ? 

fa ai ete 


Law Amendment Society. 


FOURTEENTH SESSION.—SIXTH GENERAL MEETING. 
JANUARY 197TH, 1857. 

The following gentlemen were ballotted for and elected :— 
Frederick Clark, Esq., W. F. W. Bird, Esq. 

Mr. Hastrncs stated that the council had, on the application 
of Mr. Edwin Field, determined to appoint a special committee 
to consider whether any and what fixed rate of professional re- 
muneration ought to be laid down. The committee to consist 
of Mr. G. B. Allen, Mr. Buxton, Mr. Cookson, Mr. Edgar, Mr. 
Field, Mr. W. Hawes, Mr. A. Pellatt, M.P., Mr. Phillips, M.P., 
Mr. Pitt Taylor, with power to add to their number. 

Mr. Pirr Tayvor then read a report from the special com- 
mittee appointed to consider the three Ecclesiastical Courts’ 
Bills of the last session of Parliament. 

It stated that Sir R. Bethell, as representing the Government; 
Sir F. Kelly, as representing the Opposition; and. Mr. Collier, 
as representing the Independent members of Parliament, had all 
arrived at the conclusion, that no effectual scheme of law reform, 
as applicable to wills and intestacies, could be carried out ex- 
cept by depriving the Ecclesiastical Courts of all jurisdiction in 
matters testamentary, by ignoring the doctrine of bona notabilia, 
and by breaking down the monopoly of the doctors and proctors. 
The committee approved of these cardinal amendments of the 
law. They advanced no arguments in support of them, be- 
cause no attempt had been made to question their policy, and 
they considered it idle to parade proofs where judgment had vir- 
tually been allowed to go by default. 

But the first point on which the promoters of the several bills 
of last session differed was as to the nature and functions of the 
tribunal or tribunals to be henceforth intrusted with testamen- 
tary jurisdiction. They all agreed that any court on which 
testamentary jurisdiction was to be conferred should deal with 
wills of real as well as of personal estate. They all, too, recom- 
mended, though they differed in the details, that in certain 
cases probates and letters of administration should be granted 
by local tribunals. Moreover, the Attorney-General and Sir 
Fitzroy Kelly thought that the court of probate should construe 
the terms of all wills, adjudicate upon the rights of legatees, and 
administer the estates of deceased persons. On other matters, 
far less unanimity prevailed. Th Attorney-General seemed 
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anxious that a new Queen’s court should be established, which 
should virtually be an additional department of the Court of 
Chancery, and that a single judge should preside in this court, 
who would differ in little but the name from a vice-chancellor, 
who would deal with facts as well as law without the interven- 
tion of a jury, and who would rely either on affidavits or on 
testimony reduced to writing behind his back by the examiner. 
Sir F. Kelly, while recommending the establishment of a new 
court, and the appointment of a single judge, proposed that this 
court should be a court of common law, examining witnesses 
vivd voce, calling in the aid of juries when necessary, and adopt- 
ing pleadings and procedure which should vie in simplicity with 
the forms used in the county courts. Mr. Collier contended that 
no new court should be established, but that the testamentary 
jurisdiction should be transferred, according to the amount of 
the property to be dealt with, either to the courts of common 
law or to the county courts. 

The committee were not satisfied with any of these schemes. 
They thought Sir Richard Bethell, in introducing into his court 
the system of procedure which prevails in courts of equity, had 
committed a fatal error. No doubt, that system had been im- 
proved by recent legislation; but still many of the rules of 
practice in Chancery, and especially those which related to 
pleadings and evidence, were highly defective, and the mode of 
examining witnesses was nearly as faulty as any that could be 
devised. These objections were sufficiently weighty to foster 
and to justify the continuing unpopularity of the Court of 
Chancery, and they furnished an unanswerable argument 
against any scheme for extending its jurisdiction. They had, 
too, peculiar force when applied to testamentary causes, which 
generally turn on questions of sanity, undue influence, or fraud, 
and require, beyond all other suits, to be dealt with by judges 
and jurors who have ample opportunity of watching the de- 
meanour of witnesses. The committee objected to so much of 
Mr. Collier’s plan as related to the courts of common law. They 
thought it very undesirable to impose on the fifteen judges 
the duty of mastering a branch of the law with some portions 
of which they were almost necessarily unfamiliar. They re- 
ferred to that large and troublesome class of suits which turn 
on the doctrines applicable to the different grants of limited 
administration and the like. These doctrines are not very 
abstruse, and able lawyers might, if necessary, soon make 
themselves acquainted with their details; but the judges, who 
have passed the meridian of life, would probably not regard 
with much favour any scheme which would necessitate a de- 
parture from the beaten track of their ordinary duties, and 
convert them from administrators of the law into hearers of 
the law. Mr. Collier's plan was exposed to two other objec- 
tions. First, the Chancery Commissioners of 1854 had pointed 
out that “ uniformity of practice is of essential importance in 
regard to the probate of wills;” and this uniformity would not 
be promoted by the transfer of the business to three independent 
courts of concurrent jurisdiction. Next, the committee foresaw 
great difficulty in framing any machinery for duly controlling 
the registrars employed in conducting the common form business, 
when once they were subjected to the interference of three sepa- 
rate tribunals. ‘No man can serve two masters,” and the 
committee would not recommend that the registrars of wills 
should be called upon to serve three. 

Sir F. Kevry, in proposing the establishment of a separate 
court, had an obvious advantage over Mr. Collier, and, by in- 
sisting that his court should be a court of common law, he 
placed in strong relief the principal defect of the Attorney- 
General’s measure. Thus far, then, his scheme was excellent ; 
but it was open to certain objections. First, his court was to 
consist of a single judge, who should enjoy the rank and receive 
the salary of a puisne judge. This arrangement was faulty. It 
was objectionable to increase the number of our common law 
judges. It was not always an easy matter to find fifteen men of 
sufficient professional eminence to discharge the functions of a 
judge in a really creditable manner, and it would be inexpedient 
to aggravate this difficulty unless a case of necessity were made 
out. But Sir Fitzroy had not established any such case. A 
strong impression, too, prevailed in the country that the common 
law judges had not sufficient employment to occupy their time, 
and a commission had been appointed to report on the expediency 
of diminishing their numbers. In the face of these facts the 
House of Commons would not be very willing to sanction the 
appointment of a sixteenth judge. Such a course was quite un- 
necessary. Instead of appointing a new judge for the court of 
probate, three of the existing puisne judges should constitute 
that court—one to be selected from the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
another from the Court of Common Pleas, and the third from 





the Court of Exchequer. These judges would still continue to 
be members of their original courts, and when not sitting as a 
court of probate would transact business as ordinary common 
law judges. They would be appointed without additional salary, 
and when engaged in the court of probate the remaining judges 
would make arrangements for dispensing with their attendance 
in their respective courts. This plan presented several advan- 
tages. 1. It would save the salaries of a judge, secretary, 
usher, and trainbearer, which could not be less than £5,600 
a-year; and this matter deserved attention, as the measure must 
cost the country dear in the shape of compensations. 2. The 
substitution of three judges for one would add to the authority 
of the court, and would assimilate its proceedings to those of the 
other courts of common law. It would also remove an anomaly; 
for, as all issues of fact in country causes arising out of disputed 
will were to be sent for trial to the assizes, if the court of prebate 
were to consist of one judge alone, he would, on every application 
for a new trial, be required to review the conduct of other judges 
of co-ordinate or superior authority. 3. The plan would impose 
on the common law judges some additional labour, and thus 
tend to remove all cause for public dissatisfaction, on the 
ground of the judicial staff being disproportionately large. 
No alarm ueed be felt, lest by this arrangement the energies 
of the judges should be overtaxed; for, as a large portion of 
judicial business is, during term, transacted in banco, the 
principal effect of employing one judge of each court in the 
disposal of testamentary causes, would be to introduce the prac- 
tice of three judges sitting together, instead of four—a practice 
which, although it would increase the responsibility, could add 
little to the labours of each judge, and would not impair the 
efficiency of the court. 4. The plan proposed would neutralise 
an objection that has been urged in high quarters to the estab- 
lishment of a new court of probate. The Lord Chancellor, in 
1854, stated, on the authority of the Chancery Commissioners, 
that the Ecclesiastical Courts were not occupied more than 
sixty days annually in contentious business relating to wills; 
and he then asked with much force, “how it could possibly be 
advisable to create a new tribunal which would have no em~ 
ployment whatever during ten months in the year.” Now, by 
“creating a new tribunal,’ Lord Cranworth evidently meant 
“ appointing a new judge,” and in this light his reasoning was 
unanswerable; but if the court were to consist, not of a new 
judge exclusively occupied in testamentary matters, but of 
three judges draughted from other courts, who, when the court 
of probate had no business to transact, would be employed in 
their ordinary avocations, the whole argument crumbles to 
pieces. A fifth cogent reason for preferring the plan advocated 
by the committee to that of Sir Fitzroy Kelly was to be found 
in the same debate te which allusion had just been made. “In 
my opinion,” said Lord Cranworth, ‘a minute division of 
labour in the higher departments of jurisprudence is highly in- 
expedient. I do not believe that a man who never considers 
any other subject will be as competent to determine a question 
of insanity, or of undue influence, as one who is in the habit of 
dealing with such subjects in common with other questions to 
which his judicial capacity is applied; and so far from con- 
sidering it to be an advantage that only a single class of cases 
should be submitted to each judge, I regard it in the light of a 
serious disadvantage.” 

The plan of appointing some of the existing judges to sit as 
a separate tribunal, and to deal with a particular class of cases, 
was not a new idea. It had long formed a fundamental part of 
the Scottish system of judicature, and it had been successfully 
adopted in England under the provisions of the statute 3 & 4 
Will. 4, cap. 41, in selecting the members of the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council. Nay, the same principle was 
recognised to some extent in our three superior courts of com- 
mon law; for, although in most legal matters the fifteen judges 
exercise concurrent powers, and perform similar functions, yet 
certain exclusive jurisdiction is vested in the Court of Queen’s 
Bench with respect to crimes and parochial law, in the Court of 
Common Pleas with respect to the law of Parliamentary elec- 
tions, and in the Court of Exchequer with respect to revenue 
causes. 

The plan proposed would probably not be opposed by the 
judges, as it would affect only three of them; and if some 
slight honorary distinction, in the shape of precedence or the 
like, were conferred on the members of the court of probate, the 
ablest of the puisne judges would gladly consent to qualify 
themselves for the office. 

The second objection urged by the committee to Sir Fitzroy 
Kelly’s scheme has reference to the proposal, which he made in 
commen with Sir Richard Bethell, that the new court of pro- 
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bate should also be a court of construction and a court of ad- 
ministration. Nearly one-half of the business transacted by 
the equity judges has relation to testamentary causes. Either 
the terms of a will have to be construed, or the rights of a 
legatee have to be defined, or the estate of a testator has to be 
administered. All these suits are, of course, conducted in ac- 
cordance with the forms of equity procedure. Sir Fitzroy does 
not intend to deprive the Court of Chancery of any portion of 
this jurisdiction, but he wishes to confer on his court—which is 
to be a common law court, employing common law procedure— 
a similar jurisdiction. Thus, there would be two independent 
tribunals of co-ordinate power, so far as the construction of 
wills and the administration of the effects of deceased persons 
were concerned, and each would deal with the matters before it 
in a mode essentially different from that which was adopted by 
the other. No arrangement could be more unsatisfactory. The 
new court would do its work either better or worse than the 
Court of Chancery, or there would be no perceptible difference 
between the two. If the work were done worse, the public 
would sustain a positive loss by the change; if the work were 
done equally well, the only effect would be that five highly 
salaried functionaries would despatch business which four can 
now despatch with ease; and if the work were done better, the 
court of probate would be thronged, and the Court of Chancery 
deserted, and the whole of our judicial machinery, so far as the 
courts of equity are concerned, would be thrown out of gear. 

This objection did not extend to Sir R. Bethell’s scheme, for, 
as in his court suits would be carried on through the medium of 
the usual forms of proceedings in equity, there would be no in- 
consistency in imposing on the judge of that court several of 
the duties which now devolve on the ordinary vice-chancellors. 
The scheme, however, had other weak points, in common with 
that which Sir F. Kelly advocated. Thus, both were open to 
the objection that, as the present staff of equity judges was 
amply sufficient to keep down all arrears in their courts, and as 
they now disposed of all questions of construction and suits for 
administration, it would be impossible te clothe another court 
with jurisdiction over these matters without diminishing the 
business, and thus impairing the efficiency of the existing tri- 
bunals. Moreover, the committee doubted the expediency of 
conferring on any one superior court the separate powers of 
granting probates, construing wills, and administering estates, 
on the ground that the union of these separate functions in one 
court would afford a dangerous facility for needless litigation. 
The advice given by lawyers to their clients is not always dis- 
interested, and it is notorious that much less persuasion is 
required to induce a man who is already involved in law to 
take ulterior steps in the cause than to commence legal pro- 
ceedings de novo. If the court of probate were made a court 
of construction, so that an attorney might suggest to an 
executor that it would be prudent, on obtaining probate, to 
take the opinion of the court on some doubtful expression in 
the will, many frivolous questions respecting alleged obscurities 
would, for the mere sake of costs, be submitted to judicial 
decision, which, under other circumstances, would never have 
been seriously raised. 

Sir F. Kelly’s scheme was radically defective in another 
point. In common with the Attorney-General and Mr. Collier, 
he recognises the necessity of conferring on certain district 
offices or courts a limited testamentary jurisdiction. But in 
selecting the districts he had committed a twofold error. First, 
he had proposed the establishment of only thirty-two offices— 
a number absurdly insufficient, as the country contained fifty- 
two counties, and was divided into sixty county court districts ; 
and, next, he had been induced, apparently through the influ- 
ence of the local proctors and registrars, to adopt substantially 
the present diocesan districts, and thus to fix his offices in most 
inconvenient localities. | For instance, no office was vouchsafed 
to Liverpool, the second city in the kingdom; but every probate 
required by any one of her 255,000 inhabitants must be ob- 
tained either at Chester or in London. Again, the West Riding 
of Yorkshire, containing a population not far short of a million 
and a-half, had no court of probate nearer than York; and the 
whole of the county of Derby was left dependent on the town 
of Nottingham. The people of Plymouth must travel more 
than sixty miles to Exeter; the men of Birmingham and Wol- 
verhampton must go to Lichfield; and the inland town of 
Winchester must furnish probates and letters of administration 
for the 150,000 persons who resided in Southampton, Ports- 
mouth, and the Isle of Wight. Mr. Collier had originated a 
far wiser plan, which was, that the only tribunals to be in- 
trusted with local testamentary jurisdiction should be the county 
courts. New local courts should not be created to administer so 








small a subdivision of the law as that which relates to wills 
and intestacies. The more courts are multiplied the less chance 
there is of securing anything like uniformity in decisions or 
procedure. The creation, too, of a court is always an expensive 
affair, as it entails, not only the appointment of a judge and a 
competent staff of officers, but the purchase or renting of a 
court-house, with an appropriate registry. Moreover, when 
two functionaries in separate offices are partially engaged in 
transacting business which might be disposed of by one of them 
in a single office, each is unlikely to attain that efficiency which 
is the result of experience and practice. The work, in short, 
will be less well done, and the cost of doing it will be far 
heavier. 

On every ground it was desirable to intrust the county courts 
with whatever testamentary business it might be thought de- 
sirable to have transacted in the country. The courts them- 
selyes were most conveniently situated for the despatch of local 
business. All the larger ones had good offices; and, what was 
of great importance when wills had to be registered, they pos- 
sessed fire-proof rooms for the protection of their records. The 
registrars had been selected in consequence of their known in- 
telligence and integrity ; and where the business of the courts 
was at all extensive, they must be competent to perform the 
additional duties which would devolve upon them by the plan 
proposed. No doubt, a little study and attention would be 
necessary at first, and some slight awkwardness might be felt 
at starting; but a very few weeks would render the officers 
familiar with the routine, and, practically speaking, the system 
would work without any difficulty. 

The committee next proposed that the registrars of the county 
courts should act as district officers of the metropolitan court, 
with respect to all “common form” or non-contentious busi- 
ness, where the estate of the deceased amounted to £300. They 
should entertain applications for probates or administrations, 
give directions respecting the production of documents and 
proofs, and the preparation of affidavits, see that these directions 
were complied with, and transmit the papers to the court in 
London, in order that they might be finally examined by one 
of the principal registrars. The actual probate or administra- 
tion should be granted by the metropolitan court, and the docu- 
ments, when duly completed, should be returned to the local 
registrar, to be by him delivered to the proper parties. This 
arrangement would be productive of much benefit to the public, 
for it would enable executors and administrators to transact 
their business without the aid of an attorney, and would obviate 
the necessity of employing a London agent. 

The duties of the county court registrars ought to be restricted 
in the manner stated above—partly because this course would 
best insure uniformity of practice; partly because errors would 
be more likely to be discovered when documents were subject to 
a twofold examination; and partly because the seal of the me- 
tropolitan court would be far better known than that of any 
county court, and consequently any attempt to utter a forged 
probate would be more easily detected. 

Next, when the property of a deceased person is sworn under 
£300, the county court of the district in which he dwelt at the 
time of his death should be authorised to grant probate or ad- 
ministration, whether in a contentious or a non-contentious suit, 
and in all these cases the registrar should transact the common 
form business, subject to the control of the judge in cases of 
difficulty. 

From a return published by the Chancery Commissioners in 
1854 it appears that, exclusive ‘of the Prerogative Court of 
Canterbury and the courts of the Archbishop of York, the 
annual grants of probates and administrations, where the pro- 
perty was sworn under £300, amounted on an average of the 
three years—1850, 1851, and 1852—to 8,947: a number suf- 
ficiently large to illustrate the value of any measure which 
would facilitate, simplify, and cheapen the proceedings required 
for obtaining these grants; yet a number sufficiently small, 
when read in connection with the annual returns of deaths, to 
prove how extensively the annoyance, trouble, and expense 
consequent on the present testamentary system operate in deter- 
ring the personal representatives of deceased persons from per- 
fecting their titles according to law. 

The committee further recommended that in cases under £300 
the county courts should exercise all powers now vested in the 
Court of Chancery with reference to the interpretation of wills 
and the determination of the rights of parties under them, and 
also with reference to the administration of the estates of 
deceased persons. The metropolitan court of probate should not 
be either a court of construction or a court of administration, 
because, under the existing law, the Court of Chancery inter- 
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preted wills and administered estates in a tolerably satisfactory 
manner; but the county courts should be clothed with 
these powers with respect to properties sworn under £300, 
because, under the existing law, there was practically no court 
which could deal with such matters. The Court of Chancery 
was only open to those who ‘“ put money in their purse,” and no 
man of ordinary prudence would seek for the decision of a vice- 
chancellor, with a possible appeal to the Lords Justices and the 
House of Lords, on a question involving less than £300. More- 
over, such a course would afford no dangerous facility for pro- 
moting litigation; for the fees to which professional men are 
entitled in the county courts were not sufficiently large to tempt 
them to advise unnecessary proceedings for the sake of costs. 


The committee did not recommend that all the 500 courts 
established in 1840 should exercise the powers of a court of 
probate. In many of these courts the business transacted was 
extremely small, and the registrars had scarcely sufficient 
official experience to justify their employment in matters relating 
to wills and intestacies. Moreover, the court-houses and offices 
were inconvenient, and no proper fire-proof registries had been 
provided for them. It was, therefore, proposed that the experi- 
ment should be tried with about one-third of the courts, the 
Treasury being authorised to add to their numbers, or to vary 
their localities, in accordance with public convenience. Every 
court disposing of more than 1,000 plaints annually ought to be 
intrusted with testamentary jurisdiction, and the last county 
court returns showed that in 1855, 107 courts were included in 
this category. Sixty or seventy more courts might be judi- 
ciously selected for the experiment, regard being had to their 
accessibility with respect to neighbouring towns; and the dis- 
tricts of the remaining courts should, for testamentary purposes, 
be attached to the selected courts in such manner as might be 
thought most desirable. The county courts judges could on this 
subject furnish the best information, if the attention of each 
was directed to the requirements of his own immediate circuit. 

The committee declined to express their views on the subject 
of compensation, which would, no doubt, be dealt with by the 
House of Commons in a liberal, but not a lavish, spirit. They, 
however, drew attention to two enactments, with which the 
public are probably not very familiar, viz.:—The act of 6 & 7 
Wm. 4, c. 77, s. 25, and 10 & 11 Vict. c. 98, s. 9; and they 
pointed out that under these provisions no officer of the Pre- 
rogative Court of Canterbury can claim compensation if his 
appointment dates subsequently to the 22nd of July, 1847; 
and the claim to compensation is barred with respect to the 
officers of all other ecclesiastical courts unless they have been 
appointed prior to the 13th of August, 1836. In these cases, 
compensation might be granted as a matter of favour, but it 
could not be demanded as a matter of right. 


Mr. Tayxor then moved that it would be expedient,— 


1. That no ecclesiastical, peculiar, or manorial court should exercise 
any jurisdiction in matters testamentary. 

2. That a new metropolitan court of probate and administration should 
be established. 

3. That such court should rank as one of her Majesty's superior courts 
of record. 

4, That in such court barristers as well as advocates, and attorneys as 
well as proctors, should practice. 

5. That the staff of such court should consist of three judges, three 
registrars, and other inferior officers. 

6. That her Majesty should appoint by sign-manual, and without ad- 
ditional salary, one puisne judge of each of the three courts of common 
law to constitute such court. 

7. That whenever such court should be sitting, the remaining judges of 
the common law courts should make arrangements for dispensing with 
the attendance of its members in their respective courts. 

8. That such court should adopt, as far as possible, common law proce- 
dure, but without formal pleadings. 

9. That issues of fact raised in such a court should be tried by a jury, 
unless the decision of the judge were preferred. 

10. That in every such issue the evidence of the witnesses should be 
taken vid voce in the presence of the jury or judge, except in cases where 
commissions would be now granted in an ordinary action at law. 

11. That all country causes brought in such court should, in the event 
of any fact being disputed, be transmitted for trial at the assizes, 

12. That all town causes brought in such court should, in the event of 
any fact being disputed, be transmitted for trial at the Nisi Prius sit- 
tings in London or Middlesex. 

13, That where issues of fact shall have been decided under either of 
the last two resolutions, all applications for new trials should be made to 
such court. 

14. That the registrars of such court should deal with all simple 
Matters relating to common form business, but their acts should be 
Subject to the supervision of the court. 

15. That all such matters as now form the subject of motions in the 
courts of probate should be capable of being heard by a single judge of 
the new court sitting in open court, but such judge should be empowered 
to refer any subject brought before him to the full court. 

16. That an appeal should lie on all questions of law to the Exchequer 
Chamber, and to the House of Lords. 

17. That such court should, besides exercising the ordinary jurisdiction 














of a court of probate, be empowered to grant probates of wills relating 
to real estate. 

18. That such court should appoint real representatives. 

19. That such court should grant certificates of intestacy with respect 
to real property. 

20. That such court should not be a court of construction or a court of 
administration, and should not interfere with the existing jurisdiction of 
the Court of Chancery. 

21. That when the property of a deceased person shall be of the value of 
£300 or upwards, application for probate or administration in common 
form should be capable of being made to the registrar of a county court. 

22. That when any such application shall be made, the county court 
registrar should furnish the proper information to the applicant, and 
should examine and take charge of the documents, and should transmit 
them to the metropolitan court to be finally examined and completed by 
one of the registrars of that court. 

23. That when the property of a deceased person can be sworn under 
£300, the county court should be empowered to grant probate and ad- 
ministration, whether in common form or in contentious suits. 

24, That in ali such cases the registrar of the county court should 
despatch the common form business, subject to the control of the judge 
in cases of difficulty. 

25. That an appeal in matters of law should lie from the county court 
to the metropolitan court, but the decision of that court should be final. 

26. That all parties desirous of obtaining probate or administration 
should have the option of applying to the metropolitan court, whatever 
be the amount of the property. 

27. That all applications under Res. 21 or 23 should be made at the 
county court of the district in which the deceased shall have dwelt at the 
time of his death. 

28. That when the deceased shall have had no place of residence within 
any county court district, the application should be made to the metro- 
politan court. 

29. That about 170 county courts should be intrusted, in the first in- 
stance, with testamentary jurisdiction, including about 110 courtsi. 
which more than 1,000 plaints were entered during last year, and about 
sixty additional courts to be selected on account of their convenient 
locality. 

30. That the districts of the remaining 330 courts should, for testamen- 
tary purposes, be attached to the above 170 courts in such manner as the 
Treasury should direct. 

31. That the Treasury should be empowered to vary from time to time 
the number and locality of the county courts intrusted with testamentary 
jurisdiction. 

32. That the Treasury should be empowered to appoint, if necessary, 
an additional testamentary registrar in each of the ten or twelve county 
courts where the annual number of plaints exceeds 10,000. 

33. That such additional registrar should be selected, if possible, from 
the present ecclesiastical registrars. 

34. That probates and administrations granted by the county courts 
should extend to all the personal property of the deceased, wherever 
situate, and should be recognised as of binding authority in all parts of 
England and Wales. 

35. That wills relating to property sworn under £300 should be depo- 
sited in the registry of the county court by which probate shall have been 

ranted. 
. 36. That certified copies of all such wills should be deposited in the 
registry of the metropolitan court. 

37. That all other wills should be deposited in the registry of the 
metropolitan court, and that certified copies thereof should be deposited 
in the registry of the county court of the district in which the testator 
shall have dwelt at the time of his death. 

38. That all county courts authorised to grant probates should also be 
courts of construction and administration, and should, when the property 
is less than £300, exercise all powers now vested in the Court of Chancery 
with reference to wills, or the rights of parties under them, or the ad- 
ministration of the estates of deceased persons. 

39. That in all such cases an appeal on any question of law or equity 
shall lie from the county court to the Master of the Rolls, or one of the 
vice-chancellors, but the decision of such superior judge should be final. 


It was moved by Mr. Cotuier, M.P., that the report be 
received and printed, and be taken into consideration on Monday, 
the 9th of February. 

After some discussion the motion was carried, and the meet- 
ing adjourned. —_ — 

Tue MERCANTILE LAW CONFERENCE. 

Several fresh announcements of delegates to the conference 
have been received; the Trade Protection Societies of London 
and Wolverhampton, and the Law Societies of Liverpool and 
Manchester being the most important. 

Notices have also been given of the following papers in ad- 
dition to those already mentioned :— 

A Paper on the Judgments’ Execution Bill. By E. H. Craufurd, Esq., 
M.P. 


Observations on several points of Mercantile Law. By the Liverpool 
Law Society. P : 

A Digest of Answers to Questions on Mercantile Law, issued to 1000 
Members of the Guardian Society of the Midland Counties. 


Scotch Scale of Fees for Conveyancing and General 
Agency. 
I.—Fees for Drawing Papers according to their Length. 
1. Att Deeps, Osiications, Contracts, INDENTURES, 


INSTRUMENTS, SIGNATURES OF TUTORY, AND OTHER 
Writs NoT CHARGEABLE ad valorem, CROWN CHARTERS, 
CHANCERY PRECEPTS, INVENTORIES OF PAPERS RELA- 
TIVE TO SUCH DEEDS AND Writs, AND TUTORIAL AND 
CURATORIAL INVENTORIES. 
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Rate of Charge.—First sheet of 250 words, 10s.; each other 
6s. 


Professional Rules—Where there are two parties to the 
transaction, the deed is prepared by agent for grantee, 
and paid for by granter. Submissions prepared by the 
agent of the party who is in petitiorio, and paid equally. 
Indentures written by agent for master, and paid for by 
apprentice. Going through and arranging title-deeds 
to be charged in complex cases according to the time 
occupied, inf. 24, besides the regulation fees of drawing 
the inventories. 

2. Memoriars, Cases, INVENTORIES (EXCEPT THOSE SPECI- 
FIED ABOVE), AND OTHER Parers Not CHARGEABLE 
As DEEDs. 


Charge.—First sheet, 6s. ; each other, 4s. 


Il.—Fees relating to Sale of Heritable Subjects. 
3. ARTICLES OF Rovr. 

Charge.—Charged according to length, supra 1. 

Pro. Rule.—Paid for by exposer. 

4. Minute or SALE, AND Bonp FOR THE PRICE. 

Charge.—Regulation fees of drawing and revising according 
to length, supra 1. 

Pro Rule.—The deed to be drawn by seller's agent ; the fees 
of drawing paid by purchaser, and the revising fee by 
seller. 

5. Disrosrrion. 

Charge.—To the purchaser's agent, for drawing the deed, 
including the final adjustment of it, where the price does 
not exceed £2,000, for each £100, or part of £100, a fee 
of 10s. 6d. The price exceeding £2,000, but not exceeding 
£5,000,—the above rate for the first £2,000, and for every 
additional £100, or part of £100,—5s. 3d. The price 
exceeding £5,000,—the above rates for the first £5,000 ; 
and for every additional £1,000, or part of £1,000,— 
£1 11s. 6d., besides regulation fees for drawing the deed, 
according to the length, where the price exceeds £5,000. 
The purchaser's agent also to receive the fees of drawing 
the relative inventory of a legal progress of title-deeds, 
according to the length. To the seller's agent, for revision 
and adjustment of the deed and inventory, one-half of the 
above fees. 

Pro Rule.—The fees of drawing to be paid by the seller, and 
the fees of revising by the purchaser unless otherwise 
stipulated. 


Ill.—Fees of Grants from Subject-Superiors. 


6. OrtainAL Fev-Cuarters, Feu-Contracts, AND BuILpING 
LEASEs. 

Charge.—To be charged according to the rate payable to the 
purchaser's agent in a disposition (sup. 5), estimating the 
price or sum paid (if any), and twenty years’ purchase of 
the feu-duty, as the value of the subjects. In the case of 
bilateral deeds of this class, the total expense to be equally 
divided between the parties. 

Pro Rule.—The superior’s agent draws the deed. 
pays for it when unilateral. 

7. Cuarters BY ProGress, AND Preceris oF Clare Constat, 

WHERE THE SUBJECT IS AN IRREDEEMABLE RIGHT. 

Charge.—lf the value of the property (estimated at twenty 
years’ purchase of the present rent or feu-duty payable 
to the grantee, or of the annnal value; if the property 
be in the natural possession of the grantee), shall not 
exceed £1,000,—regulation fees. If it shall exceed 
£1,000, one third of the fees ad valorem payable to the 
purchaser's agent in a disposition (sup. 5), besides regula- 
tion fees, according to length. But in properties from 
£1,000 to £,2000, the total charge shall not exceed £5 5s. 
And from £2,000 to £3,000,—£7 7s. ; unless the regula- 
tion fees per sheet shall amount to more. 

Pro Rule.—The same as No. 6. 

8. Dirro (axctuptinc Writs or ACKNOWLEDGMENT AND 
NorartaL INsrRUMENTS), WHERE THE SUBJECT IS AN 
ADJUDICATION O& OTHER REDEEMABLE Ricut. 
Charge.—The same as No. 7; but as, in the case of adjudi- 

cations, a large estate may be adjudged for an inconsider- 
able debt, or a small estate for a large debt, it shall 
be optional to the creditor, whether the fee shall be calcu- 
lated on the value of the subject, or the sum in the adjudi- 
cation. For engrossing in cartulary, 2s. 6d. per sheet to 
be charged in addition to the fee 6, 7, 8. Paid by the 
yassal. 

Pro Rule.—The same as No. 6. 


The vassal 








Charge for Revising.—In 6, 7, 8, the vassal’s agent to receive 
from his own client half the fees therein allowed for 
drawing. 


IV. Fees of Securities for Money Lent, and Relative Deeds. 


9. Persona Bonps. 

C harge.—For each £100, or part of £100, 10s. 6d. 

10. HerrrasLe Bonps, AND Disposirions IN SECURITY. 

Charge.—The same as No. 9, adding the regulation fees of 
drawing the ded, according to the length, when the 
loan exceeds £5,000. 

11. Boxps or ANNUITY, 
ABLE. 

Charge.—The same as No. 10, holding the price paid for 
the annuity as the amount of the loan. 

12. Bonps oF CorroBbonraTion. 

Charge.— Where new or additional security is given, 
whether personal or heritable, or where the interest then 
due is accumulated with the principle, to be charged 
at one-third of the fees of a personal bond, upon the sum 
in the bond of corroboration, besides regulation fees 
according to the length. Where the bond is merely 
granted for the purpose of binding the heir of the original 
debtor, to be only charged at the regulation fees accoz- 
ding to the length. 

Pro Rule.—For obtaining the loan of money, including 
revisal of the bond, the borrower's agent to be paid by 
his own client half the sum payable to the lender’s agent 
for preparing the bond. The whole of these bonds (9, 
10, 11, 12), to be written by the agent of the grantee, 
and paid by the granter. 

13. DiscHarGEs oF HERITABLE DEBTS; AND DISCHARGES OF 
DEBTS CONSTITUTED By PERSONAL BoNDS OR OTHER 
Liqguip DocuMENTS, WHERE A FORMAL DISCHARGE Is 
NECESSARY. 

Charge.—Where the sum does not exceed £500, regulation 
fees; where above that sum, double the regulation fees. 

Pro. Rule.—To be written by agent of debtor, and paid by 
creditor, unless otherwise stipulated. 

14. Discuarces OF DEBTS FOLLOWED 
DILIGENCE. 

Charge.—The same as No. 13. 

Pro. Rule.—To be written by agent for debtor, and paid for 
by debtor himself. The revising fee, according to the 
length, to be also paid by the debtor. 

15. DiscuArces or LEGACIES. 

Charge.—One-half per cent. of the legacy, if not exceeding 
£200; if above that sum, one-half per cent. for the first 
£200, and one-fourth per cent. for all above. 

Pro. Rule.—To be prepared by agent for testator’s successors, 
and paid for by legatec. 

16.—ASSIGNATIONS AND TRANSLATIONS OF PERSONAL DEBTS, 
AND ConVEYANCES OF HERITABLE Depts. 

Charge.—Where the transaction is negotiated as a loan, the 
same fees are chargeable as on an original bond. Where 
that is not the case, to be charged as discharges, &c., sup. 13. 

Pro. Rule.—To be written by agent of grantee, and paid for 
by granter. 


WHETHER PrersoNAL OR HeEnrr- 


BY DECREES OR 


V.—Fees of Family Settlements. 
17.—Drrps or Entair, Trust-Drrosirions AND SETTLE- 
MENTS, TESTAMENTARY DEEDS, AND Bonps OF ANNUITY 
AND PROVISION, INCLUDING ALL DEEDS ARISING OUT OF, 
OR CONNECTED WITH DEEDS OF SETTLEMENT, AND DEEDS 
CONVEYING OR DISCHARGING THE ProreRtTy oR RESIDUE 
IN IMPLEMENT OF SucH DEEDs. 

Charge.—The regulation fees, according to the length of the 
deed, where the value of the property, or of the annuity 
settled, does not exceed £500; double regulation fees where 
the value exceeds £500, and does not exceed £2,000; and 
treble where it exceeds £2,000. 

Pro. Rule.—In the case of entails and other settlements of 
landed estates, charges may be made also for attendance 
and correspondence.—ZJnf- 24 and 25, 

18. MArrtAGE ConTRACts. 

Charge.—VYo be charged according to the total amount of the 
jointure, and other income, provided to the wife and hus- 
band, or either. Where such income, so provided, does 
not exceed in whole £30, £3 3s.; from £30 to £50, £5 5s. ; 
£50 to £100, £8 8s.; £100 to £150, £10 10s. ; £150 to 
£200, £12 12s.; £200 to £250, £15 15s8.; £250 to £300, 
£21. And for every £100, or part of £100, beyond £300 
up to £1,000, £5 5s.; and for every £100 or part of £100, 
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beyond £1,000, £2 12s. 6d. Besides the regulation fees 
of drawing according to the length. The husband's agent 
to receive from his own client one-half of the above fees 
for revising the deed. 

Pro Rule—To be prepared by agent for the wife, and paid 
for by the husband. 


VI—Fees of Miscellaneous Deeds. 

19. TAcKs. 

Charge.—T:.; one duplicate to be charged regulation fees, 
according to the length; the other ad valorem, as follows: 
Rent under £100, regulation fees; £100 and not exceeding 
£200, £2 2s.; £200 and not exceeding £300, £3 3s.; 
and for every additional £100 or part of £100, £1 1s. 

Pro Rule.—Prepared by agent for landlord. The aggregate 
of those two fees, and of the stamp duties for both dupli- 
cates, to be paid equally by the landlord and tenant. 

20. Conrracrs or ExcAMBION. 

Charge.—To be charged as dispositions, holding the value 
of the lands mutually excambed as the price. 

Pro Rule.—The deed to be prepared by the agent for the one 
party, and revised by the other, as may be arranged 
between them. The agent who draws the contract to 
receive the fees payable in the case of a disposition to the 
purchaser's agent, and the agent who revises to receive the 
fees in the case of a disposition to the seller’s agent; but 
the total expense to be equally divided between the parties. 

21. Contracts or CoPpARTNERY. 

Chargye.—Where the stock of the company is defined, to be 
charged according to the amount of the stock as follows: 
When the stock is under £500, £4 4s.; £500 and under 
£1,000, £5 5s.; £1,000 and under £2,000, £6 6s.; £2,000 
and under £4,000, £7 7s.; £4,000 and under £6,000, 
£8 8s.; £6,000 and under £8,000, £9 9s.; £8,000 and 
under £10,000, £10 10s. ; and for every additional £1,000, 
10s. 6d. But the charge in whole not to exceed 100 guineas. 
When the stock is not defined, the deed to be charged at 
double regulation fees, according to the length. 

Pro. Rule.—The deed to be prepared by the agent of any 
partner, as may be agreed on, and the expense to be divided 
among the partners according to their interests in the 
concern. 

22. PreseNTATIONS to Cuurcn Livinas. 

Charge.—Drawing the deed, and trouble in transmitting to 
presentee, or to the presbytery, &e., £5 5s. 

Pro. Rule.—Prepared by agent for patron, and paid for by 
presentee 

VII. Fees of Agency and Correspondence. 

23. Writer’s Fees or Passrysa Crown CHARTERS, 
Cuancery Precepts, AND SIGNATURES OF TUTORY 
THROUGH THE OFFICES AND SEALS. 

Charge-—When the lands are below £400 of valued rent, 
£6 6s.; £400 and under £700 £8 8s.; £700 and under 
£1,000 £10 10s.; £1,000 and under £1,500, £12 12s.; 
and for —_ additional £500 or part of £500 of valued 
rent, £2 2 Upon charters, the signatures for which 
formerly pant per saltum, £3 3s. Upon charters, the 
signatures for which formely passed the Privy Seal only, 
£3 3s, Upon charters of redeemable adjudic ations, 
where the accumulated sum is under £2,000, £5 5s.; 
£2,000 and under £5,000, £7 7s.; £5,000 and under 
£7,500, £8 83.; £7,500 and under £10,000, £10 10s. ; 

‘and for every additional £5,000 or part of £5,000, £2 2s. 
For lodging a charter in order to make a first adjudication 
effectual, and otherwise where the charter is not complete, 
£2 2s. Yor signatures of Tutory, £6 6s. 

24. CHARGES FOR TIME. 

For time employed on business out of Edinburgh, but 
within Scotland, per day, besides travelling expenses, 
£3, 3s.; for time employed on business in Edinburgh, 
not exceeding an hour, 6s. 8d.—for each additional hour, 
or part of an hour, after the first, 6s 8d. 

25. CoRRESPONDENCE. 

Charge.—F¥or writing each letter of 250 words or under, 
including booking, 3s, 4d. But for letters which are neces- 
sarily longer, an additional charge to be made at the 
rate per sheet, or part of a sheet, of 3s. 4d. 

Pro Rule.—No letters or attendances chargeable which relate 
to deeds for which an ad valorcm charge is allowed, or to 
transactions for which a factor fee or commission is 
allowed. 

26. Revisinc DEEDS DRAWN BY OTHERS WHEN NOT OTHER- 
WISE REGULATED. 





Charge.—Half of the regulation fees of drawing, whether 

single or higher, according to the length. 

Pro Rule—To be paid to the agent by his own employer, 

excepting in cases otherwise specially provided for. 
VIII.—Fees for Copying Papers. 

27. For Encrossinc DrErps aND OTHER INSTRUMENTS 

FALLING UNDER THE DESCRIPTION OF No. 1 
Charge.—First sheet, 2s. 6¢.—each other, 1s. 6d. 

first sheet, 3s.—each other, 2s. 

28. For Copies OF ALL PAPERS NOT FALLING UNDER THE 
DESCRIPTION OF No. 1. 

Charge.—For each sheet of 250 words, 1s. 
29. For Copies or Srares AND ACCOUNTS. 

Charge.-—For each sheet of an ordinary size, 1s. 6d. 

large extra size, 4s. 

Norers.—1. In all the cases specified in the preceding table, 
where charges ad valorem are allowed for the drawing of deeds, 
it is understood to be optional to the agent to charge either the 
fees ad valorem, or the regulation fees of drawing according to 
the length, as fixed No. 1. 

2. The object of the preceding table, as respects both the 
rates of charge, and the relative professional rules, is merely to 
regulate the cases therein enumerated where there is no par- 
ticular stipulation on the subject. Of course, therefore, it is 
competent to the parties to make any arrangement between 
themselves, relative to all such matters, which they may con- 
sider more equitable or convenient in the circumstances of each 
case. On the subject of commissions for selling and purchasing 
estates and other money transactions, it has been found im- 
practicable to afford even an approximation to a fixed rule, 
as the subjects of such charges are too much diversified to 
allow the application of general rules. A commission is a 
remuneration for trouble and responsibility, and the only rule, 
therefore, for regulating it, is the extent of such trouble and 
responsibility. In the case, e. g., of the sale or purchase 
of an estate, it may happen that the man of business has no 
trouble whatever, the bargains being wholly settled by the 
parties themselves, the agent having only to prepare the neces- 
sary deeds. In such a case, there can, of course, be no room 
for commission. 

By former tables, a fee was chargeable for expeding services 
and confirmations, but these articles are now subject to the 
ordinary charges for agency. Where no specific charge is made 
for any professional duty, the same general rules are understood 
as applicable. 


If Latin, 


If Latin, 2s. 


For do. 
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Pew County Court Rules. 


SCHEDULE OF FORMS. 
(Continued from p. 63.) 
53. Warrant of Execution against the Goods of Plaintiff: 
No. of Plaint ——. No. of Warrant In the County 


Court of holden at 
(Seal). 














Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D , Defendant. 

Whereas at a Court holden at , on the day of . 
185-, it was ordered by the Court, that judgment should be 
entered for the defendant [o7 that judgment of nonsuit be 
entered], and that the plaintiff should pay to the registrar of 
the Court, on or before the day of , the sum of . 
for the defendant’s costs of suit: 

And whereas default has been made in payment according to 
the said order: these are therefore to require and order you 
forthwith to make and levy by distress and sale of the goods 
and chattels of the plaintiff, wheresoever they may be found 
within the district of this Court (excepting the wearing apparel 
and bedding of him or his family, and the tools and implements 
of his trade, if any, to the value of five pounds), the sum 
stated at the foot of this warrant, being the amount due to the 
defendant under the said judgment, including the costs of this 
execution ; and also to seize and take any money or bank notes 
(whether of the Bank of England or of any other bank), and 
any cheques, bills of exchange, promissory notes, bonds, spe- 
cialties, or securities for money of the plaintiff which may there 
be found, or such part or so much thereof as may be sufficient 
to satisfy this execution, and the costs of making and executing 
the same, and to pay what you have so levied to the registrar of 
the Court, and make return of what you have done under this 
warrant immediately upon the execution thereof. 
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Given under the seal of the Court, this day of , 185-. 
By the Court, 
——-; Registrar of the Court. 
To the High Bailiff of the said Court, : 
and others the Bailiffs thereof. 
£ a dks 


Costs adjudged. . ; 
Paid into Court. . . ... . 


| 
| 
} 
: | 
Total amount to be levied | 
— 
Notice.—The goods and chattels are not to be sold until after the end 
of five days next following the day on which they were seized, unless 
they be of a perishable nature, or at the request of the said plaintiff. 
Application was made to the registrar for this warrant at 
minutes past the hour of , in the noon of the —— 
day of , 185-. 


Remaining due b. © ee 
Poundage for issuing this warrant . 





| 
ae 














54. Judgment Summons. 

In the [Title of Court of issuing Summons]. 
(Seal.) 

No. of Plaint No. of Judgment Summons. 

Between A.B., Plaintiff (Address, Description), and C.D., 
Defendant (Present Address, Description, and, if known, the 
place of Employment). 

Whereas the plaintiff obtained a judgment [or if no judgment 
has been obtained, or if a fresh order has been obtained upon a 
judgment, an order} against you, the above-named defendant, in 
the County Court of » holden at , on the day of 
, 185-, for the payment of £ for debt [or damages], 
and £ for costs, upon which judgment [or order], and the 
subsequent process issued thereon, the sum of £ is now due: 
You are therefore hereby summoned to appear personally in this 
Court at [place where Court holden], on the day of : 
185-, at the hour of in the noon, to be examined by 
the Court touching your estate and effects, and the circum- 
stances under which you contracted the said debt [ov incurred 
the said damages], and as to the means and expectation you then 
had, and as to the means you still have, of discharging the 
said debt [or damages], and as to the disposal you may have 
made of any property. And take notice, that if you disobey 
this summons, the Court may commit you to prison. 

Dated this day of 185-. 

, Registrar of the Court. 
s. | d. 
| 


a oe 
a 
‘a 















































Amount or judgment or order 
Paid into Court 


{ 

| 

Amount now due - - - - | 
Costs of warrants against the goods (if any) | 
Costs of this summons | 
| 


Total - - 





To the Defendant. 
Hours of attendance at the office of the registrar [ pluce of 
office] from ten till four, except on [here insert the day on 
which the office will be closed], when the office will be closed 
at one. 
When issued under 19 § 20 Vict., c. 108, s. 48, or under 
Rule 112, insert “ Issued by leave of the Judge.’ 


55. Warrant of Commitment. 
In the [Title of Court ordering Commital]. 








(Seal.) 
No. of Plaint No. of Judgment Summons No. of 
Warrant 





Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D., Defendant. 

To the High Bailiff and others the Bailiffs of the said Court, 
and all Peace Officers within the jurisdiction of the said 
Court, and to the Governor or Keeper of the [prison used by 

the Court]. 

Whereas the plaintiff obtained a judgment [or order] against 
the defendant, in the County Court of , holden at , on 
the day of , 185-, for the payment of £ for debt 
[or damages] and costs, upon which judgment [or order], and 
the subsequent process issued thereon, the sum of £ was, 
at the date of the issuing of the summons hereinafter mentioned, 
and still is due : 

And whereas a summons was, at the instance of the plaintiff, 


























duly issued out of this Court, by which the defendant was 
required to appear at this Court on the day of , 185-, 
to answer such questions as might be put to him pursuant to 
section ninety-eight of the statute 9th and 10th Victoria, chap- 
ter 95, in relation to such debt [o7 damages], which summons 
was proved to this Court to have been personally and duly 
served on the defendant: 

And whereas this Court, at the hearing of the said summons, 
ordered that the defendant should be committed to prison for 
days, for [as the case may be] not appearing pursuant to 
such summons, or alleging a sufficient excuse for not so ap- 
hearing ; 

[or for refusing to be sworn] ; 

[or for refusing to answer such questions as aforesaid to the 
satisfaction of the judge] ; 

[er for contracting the said debt under false pretences, or by 
means of fraud o7 breach of trust, or without reasonable expec- 
tation of being able to the same] ; 

[or for making a gift or transfer of part of his property, with 
intent to defraud his creditors] ; 

[or for having charged, or removed, ov concealed part of his 
property, with intent to defraud his creditors] ; 

[or for not having satisfied the said judgment and costs, 
having had sufficient means and ability so to do]: 

These are therefore to require you the said high bailiffs, 
bailiffs, and others, to take the defendant, and to deliver him to 
the governor or keeper of the [prison used by the Court], and 
you the said governor or keeper to receive the defendant, and 
him safely keep in the said prison for days from the arrest 
under this warrant, or until he shall be sooner discharged by 
due course of law. 

Dated this [insert day of order] day of 

EE. 














, 185-. 





——. Registrar of the Court. 
| £ d. 


8. 








Amount of Judgment or Order | 
Amount remaining due - - - - - -| 
Cost of Judgment Summons and its hearing | 

i—— 

| 


Poundage for issuing this Warrant - 
This warrant remains in force one year from the date thereof, 
This form to be applicable to all judgments recovered at the 
hearing, or by default, or by consent, and to all orders within 
the jurisdiction of the Court. 


ee 





56. Order for Payment by Instalment on a Judgment-Summons: 
No. , holden at 
(Seal.) 

Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D., Defendant. 


Acknowledgment of Payment 
into Court. 


Date |£ |s. Received by 











. In the County Court of 








Whereas the plaintiff obtained a judgment of this Court [or 
of the County Court of holden at | against the 
defendant for the sum of £ for his debt [or damages], 
and costs, upon which judgment and the subsequent process 
issued thereon, the sum of £ is still due. 

And whereas a summons was, at the instance of the plaintiff, 
duly issued out of this Court, by which the defendant was 
required to appear personally at this Court this day to answer 
such questions as might be put to him pursuant to sect. 98 of 
9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, in relation to such debt [or damages]. 

It is ordered, that the defendant do pay the amount still 
due on the said judgment, and the costs of the said summons 
and its hearing, as stated at the foot of this order, to the 
registrar of this Court, by instalments of £ for every —— 
days: the first payment to be made on the day of ——, 
185-. 

In case default be made in payment of any one of such 
instalments, and execution issue, it shall be for the whole of 
the above amount then remaining due. 
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Given under the seal of the Court, this —— day of ——, 
5-. 
- By the Court, 
——, Registrar of the Court. 
£ 8s @ 
Amount remaining due oe : : 
Costs of Judgment- Summons and its ‘hearing 


£ 








Hours of attendance at the office of the registrar [place of office] 
from ten till four, except on [here insert the day on which the 
office will be closed}, when the office will be closed at one. 








57. Certificate for the Discharge of a Defendant from Custody. 
In the County Court of holden at 
(Seal.) 








Between A,B., Plaintiff and C.D., Defendant. 
I hereby certify, that the defendant, who was committed to 





your custody by virtue of a warrant of commitment under the | 








seal of this Court, bearing date the day of 185-, 


has paid and satisfied the sum of money for the non-payment | 


whereof he was so committed, together with all costs due and 

payable by him in respect thereof; and that the defendant may, 

in respect of such warrant, be forthwith discharged out of your 
custody. 

Given under the seal of the Court, this- 

By leave of the Judge of the Court. 

, Registrar of the Court. 





day of ——, 185-. 








To the Governor or Keeper of 


58. Order for a New Trial.—(Rule 128.) 
In the County Court of , holden at ——. 





No. ——. 
(Seal.) 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D., Defendant. 


It is ordered, that the judgment in this case, and all sub- | 
sequent proceedings thereon, be set aside, and a new trial had | 


between the parties on [set out the terms or conditions, if any, 
on which the order is made}. 
Given under the seal of the Court, this 
By the Court, 





day of —— 185-. 





, Registrar of the Court. 


59. Order to rescind a former Order. 
No. In the County Court of , holden at ——. 
(Seal.) 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D., Defendant. 

It is ordered, that the Order of this Court in this action, 
bearing date the day of , be rescinded. 

Given under the seal of the Court, this day of 

By the Court. 

. Registrar of the Court. 




















, 185-. 





60. Interpleader Summons to Execution Creditor. 
No. ——. In the County Court of , holden at 
(Seal.) 

Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D., Defendant. 








Whereas [here insert the name, address, and description of | 


claimant, so far as is then known] hath made a claim to [certain 
goods or chattels (or monies, fc.) taken in execution under pro- 
cess issuing out of this Court, at your instance] [Lor certain rent 
alleged to be due to him]: 

You are therefore hereby summoned to appear at a Court to 
be holden at , on the —-— day of , at the hour of 
in the noon, when the said claim will be adjudicated upon, 
and such order made thereupon as to the judge shall seem fit. 

Given under the seal of the Court, this day of , 185-. 

——, Registrar of the Court. 




















To the Plaintiff. 

Note.—The claimant is called upon to give the particulars of his claim, 
which you may inspect, on application at the office of the registrar of 
the Court, four days before the day of hearing. 

Hours of attendance at the office of the registrar [ place of office] 
from ten till four, except on [here insert the day on which the 
office will be closed}, when the office will be closed at one. 


61. Interpleader Summons to a Claimant setting up a Claim to the 
Goods or the Proceeds thereof. 
No. ——. In the County Court of , holden at ——. 
(Seal.) 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D., Defendant. 


[Name, address, and description of cdalnaall, you are hereby 








summoned to appear at a Court to be holden at ——, on the 
day of , 185-, at the hour of in the noon, 
to support a claim made by you to certain goods and chattels 
[or monies, jc.] taken in execution under process issued in this 
action at the instance of [the execution creditor], and in default 
of your then establishing such claim the said goods and chattels 
will then be sold [or the said monies, j¢., paid over | according 
to the exigency of the said process; and take notice, that you 
are hereby required, five days before the said day, to deliver to 
the officer in charge of the said process, or leave at my office, 
particulars of the goods and chattels which [or the proceeds 
whereof | are claimed by you, and of the grounds of your claim ; 
and in such particulars you shall set forth fully your name, 
address, and description ; and take notice, that in the event of 
your not giving such particulars as aforesaid your claim will not 
be heard by the Court. 

Given under the seal of the Court, this day of 185-. 
, Registrar of the Court. 























To , of a 

Hours of attendance at the office of the registrar [ place of office] 
from ten till four, except on [here insert the day on which the 
office will be closed], when the office will be closed at one. 








62. Interpleader Summons to a Claimant setting up a Claim to 
Rent in respect of the Premises upon which the Execution was 
levied. 

No. 

(Seal.) 





In the County Court of——, holden at 





Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D., Defendant. 

[ Name, address, and description of claimant], you are hereby 
summoned to appear at a Court to be holden at , on the 
day of , 185-, at the hour of in the ——noon, 
to support a claim made by you to certain rent alleged by you 
to be due to you in respect of and issuing out of certain goods 
and chattels were taken in execution under process of this Court 
in this action at the instance of [the execution creditor]; and in 
default of your then establishing such claim the said goods and 
chattels will then be sold, and the proceeds thereof paid over 
according to the exigency of the said process [or if such goods 
and chattels shall have been then sold, then the proceeds of such 
sale will be paid over according to the exigency of the said pro- 
cess]; and take notice, that you are hereby required, five days 
before the said day, to deliver to the officer in charge of the said 
process, or leave at my office, particulars of the amount of the 
rent claimed by you and of the period for which and of the pre- 
mises in respect of which you claim such rent, and of the grounds 
of your claim ; and in such particulars you shall set forth fully 
your name, address, and description; and take notice, that in 
the event of your not giving such particulars your claim will 
not be heard by the Court. 




















Given under the seal of the Court, this day of ——, 
185-. 
——,, Registrar of the Court. 
To , of 








| Hours of attendance at the office of the registrar [place of office] 


| 
| 
| 


from ten till four, except on [here insert the day on which the 
office will be closed], when the office will be closed at one. 


63. Order on an Interpleader Sumiions where the Claim is 
not established. 





No. 
(Seal.) 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D., Defendant. E.F., Claimant. 
It is this day adjudged, touching the claim of E.F. to 
certain goods and chattels [or monies, §c.] taken in execution 
in this action [or to certain rent alleged to be due to him], that 
the said goods and chattels [or monies, §e., or part thereof, to 
wit, §¢., specifying them,} are the property of the execution 
debtor, or [that there is no rent due to the said E.F.] 
And it is ordered that the costs of this proceeding, amounting 


In the County Court of , holden at 




















to , be paid by the said E.F. to the registrar of this Court 
on or before the day of , for the use of the execution 
creditor. 





, 185-. 





Given under the seal of the Court, this day of 
By the Court, 


——, Registrar of the Court. 


Hours of attendance at the office of the registrar [place of office] 
from ten till four, except on [here insert the day on which 
office will be closed], when the office will be closed at one. 
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64. Order on an Interpleader Summons where the Claim is 
established. 


. Inthe County Court of 





No. 
(Seal.) 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D., Defendant. E.F., Claimant. 

It is this day adjudged, touching the claim of E.F. to 
certain goods and chattels [or monies, fc.] taken in execution in 
this action, [or to certain rent alleged to be due to him], that 
the said goods and chattels [or monies, fc., or part thereof, to 
wit, specifying them,]| are his property, [or that rent to the 
amount of £ is due to him}. 

And it is ordered, that the said [execution creditor] do pay to 
the registrar of this Court, for the use of the said E.F., £ 
for costs, on or before the day of 

Given under the seal of the Court, this 

By the Court, 
, Registrar of the Court. 
Hours of attendance at the office of the registrar [ place of office] 
from ten till four, except on [here insert the day on which the 
office will be closed], when the office will be closed at one. 


(To be continued.) 


» = 


Court Papers. 


» holden at ——. 























day of ——, 185-. 








Queew’s Bench. 
NEW CASES—Hixary Term, 1857. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 


Dem. Newall v. Webster & Another. 
oo Curlewis v. The Earl of Mornington. 

Sp. Case. Good v. Good & Another. 

re Collen v. Wright & Others, Executors, &c. 
Dem. Dalzell v. Morrell, Executor, &c. 
Sp. Case. Moran v. Jones. 

re Bains v. Jackson & Others. 
Dem. Poole, Executrix, &c., v. The Timber Preserving Company. 


CROWN PAPER. 
Middlesex. Reg. v. The Overseers of the Parish of Christchurch. 
Glamorgansh. Reg. v. M. Thomas. 
Birmingham. Reg. r. John Smith. 
Lancashire. Reg. v. Edward Crook. 
Glamorgansh. Reg. v. The Taff Vale Railway Company. 

This Court will sit in bunco on the 2nd, 3rd, 9th, 10th, and 24th Feb., to 
give judgment in cases then standing for judgment. On the first four 
days the cases in the different papers will be taken; and on the 24th 
judgments only will be given. An intimation as to the order will be 


given. 
Camino Pleas. 
NEW CASES—Hirary Term, 1857. 
DEMURRER PAPER. 
Dem. Simmons & Wife v. Siggins. 
Bs Goodman v. Spencer. 
*% Florence v. Jenings. 
as Florence v. Drayson & Others. 
ies Keane v. Murphy. 
ee Jenings v. Florence. 
Sp. Case. Gilkison & Another v. Middleton & Others. 
NEW TRIAL. 
London. Michael v. Gillespie. 
Exchequer of Pleas. 
NEW CASES—Hitary Term, 1857. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
Sp. Case. Smalley v. Blackburn Railway Company. 
Dem. Cleeve v. Harwar. 


pa White v. Farmer. 
ss Tompsett v. Gillott. 
Sp. Case. Biss & Wife v. Allen and Another. 
* Governor & Company of the New River v. Commissioners of 
Land Tax of Great Amwell. 
Guardians of the Poor of Lichfield Union v. Greene. 


Dem. Shilling, Administratrix, &c., v. Bishop & Others. 
a Cooper & Another, Executors, &c., v. Woolfit. 

Sp. Case. Barstow v. Reynolds, 

Dem. Barnes v. Hayward. 


NEW TRIALS. 
Moved Hilary Term, 1857. 
Middlesex. Hills v. The London Gas Light Company. 
a Roberts v. Smith & Another. 
Abrahams v. Milsom & Wife. 
Booth v. Kennard & Others. 


a ne ee 
Births, Marriages, and Beaths. 
PROFESSIONAL LIST. 

BIRTHS. 


CURREY—On Jan. 13, at Biackheath-park, wife of Frederick Currey, 
Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 


London, 





GOVER—On Jan. 17, at 18 Newington-place, Kennington-park, wife of 
Jas. Dineley Gover, Esq., solicitor, 33 Old Jewry, of a son. 

KING—On Jan. 18, at Loughton, Essex, wife of Robert King, Fenchurch. 
buildings, London, solicitor, of a daughter. 

NICHOLSON—On Jan. 18, at 1 Boltons, West Brompton, wife of J. Wil- 
son Nicholson, solicitor, of a daughter. 

RODWELL—On Jan. 19, at 13 Kensington-garden-terrace, Hyde-park- 
gardens, wife of Edgar Rodwell, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

DEANE—BUTT—On Jan. 20, at St. Mark’s, Kennington, by the Rey, 
Edward Phillips, M.A., of Surbiton (cousin of the bridegroom), assisted 
by the Rey. Chariton Lane, M.A., John, eldest son of John Deane, Esq., 
of London Bridge and Tulse-hill, to Sophia Jane, youngest daughter of 
the late John Butt, Esq., solicitor, of Westminster, and stepdaughter of 
William Lord, Esq., of the Hawthorns, Clapham. 

DUMBELL—COX—On Noy. 20, at St. Mary’s Church, Belize, by the Rey, 
M. Newport, D.D., Colonial Chaplain and Rural Dean, George William 
Dumbell, Esq., eldest son of George William Dumbell, Esq., banker, 
Isle of Man, to Georgiana Mary, eldest daughter of Austin William 
Cox, Esq., Member of the House of Assembly, and late Judge of the 
Supreme Court, of British Honduras. 

FRANKLIN—DAVISON—On Jan. 1, at Naples, Joseph Lewis Franklin, 
Esq., of London, to Susan St. Clair, third and youngest daughter of 
F. D. Massy Davison, Esq., barrister, and granddaughter of the Right 
Hon. Lord Sinclair. 

MASHITER—MALDEN—On Jan. 15, at St. John’s Church, Notting-hill, 
by the Rev. G. P. Gell, incumbent of St. John’s, assisted by the Rey. 
B. S. Malden (cousin to the bride), William Mashiter, Esq., of the 
Inner Temple, and son of Octavius Mashiter, Esq., of Priests, Essex, to 
Georgiana Margaret Mary, only daughter of the late Lieut. T. B. 
Malden, of the 21st Bengal Native Infantry. 


DEATHS. 


PALMER—On Jan. 21, at Brook-green, Hammersmith, in his 75th year, 
Thomas Palmer, Esq., fifty-five“years in the Rolls Chapel Office, and 
late an Assistant Keeper of the Public Records there. 

WILLIAMS—On Jan. 16, at Bryan House, Blackheath, Mary, widow of 
the late Mr. Serjeant Williams, K S., and mother of the Hon. Mr. Justice 
Vaughan Williams, in her 88th year. 


ie $< }&—------ 
Unclaimed Stack in the Bank of England. 


The Amounts of Stocks stated will be transferred to the undermentioned 
Parties unless Claimants appear within Three Months. 


Bott, WILLIAM, Count Homrescn pr, £305: 11: 2, Consols, hereto- 
fore .ianding in the names of Ferdinand Count Hompesch de Bolheim, 
deceased, and William, Count Hompesch, both of Dusseldorff. 

CoLquno”’:. JouN CAMPBELL, JOHN ARCHIBALD CAMPBELL, FRANCIS 
ALEXANDER SYDENHAM LOCKE, & ALEXANDER Pitts ELLiotT POWELL, 
£250 Consols, heretofore standing in the names of John Campbell Col- 
quhoun, of Killerton, Dumbartonshire, and others. 

CHapwick, Extras, £502: 11: 7, Consols heretofore standing in the name 
of Elias Chadwick, of Swinton, near Manchester, Esq. 

Cuay, Sir Witt1am, £100 Consols, heretofore standing in the names of 
William Clay, of Fulwell-lodge, Twickenham, Esq., and Deborah 
Smith, of Stockwell-place, Surrey, spinster. 

Jones, THoMAS, jun., the survivor, £152: 6: 8, Consols, heretofore stand- 
ing in the names of Joseph Austwick, of Budleigh, Salterton, Devon, 
Esq., deceased, Samuel Hasell, of Littleton, Somersetshire, Esq., and 
Thomas Jones, jun., of Milman-place, Bedford-row, gent. 

MattHEews, Exiza, wife of Henry Matthews, formerly Eliza Hayward, 
spinster; £50 Reduced 3/. per Cents., heretofore standing in the names 
of Ann Hayward, deceased, of Lloyd’s-row, Clerkenwell, widow, late 
wife of James Margetts, of Crown-court, West Smithfield, woodcutter, 
and Eliza Hayward, minor. 

New Sarum, Mayor, &c., of, £50 Reduced 37. per Cents., heretofore 
standing in the name of the Mayor and Commonalty of New Sarum. 
Puirps, Hon. CHarLes Beaumont, £452: 2: 6, Consols, heretofore stand- 
ing in the name of the Hon. Charles Beaumont Phipps, of Phoenix- 

park, Dublin. 

Pouncy, Henry, & Gitpert Pouncy (executors of W. Pouncy), £100 
Consols, heretofore standing in the name of John Williams Pouncy, of 
Finchley, Middlesex. 

RicHarps, MerepytH Ricnarp (the husband, administrator with the 
will annexed), £100 Consols, heretofore standing in the name of Eliza- 
beth Emma Bennett, of Farringdon-house, Berks, spinster. 

SMEDLEY, Francis, £137 : 16:0: New 3/. per Cents., heretofore standing in 
the name of Francis Smedley, of Ely-place, Middlesex, gent. 

SMEDLEY, FRaNcES SARAH, wife of Francis Smedley, & Many Soruia 
EL.Ison, spinster (administrators), £117 : 10:2, Consols, heretofore 
standing in the name of Jane Nares, of Kensington, spinster, deceased. 

VALLINGS, FREDERIC, £375 Consols, heretofore standing in the name of 
Frederic Vallings, of St, Mildred’s-court, Poultry, solicitor. 


Bere eee 


Next of Kin. 
Advertised for during the Week. 





CunninG, Susan, formerly of Ballystochard, Co. Down, Ireland, supposed 
to have died intestate, who went to reside in America, in 1828, Persons 
interested in her effects to apply within six weeks from Jan. 12 to H 
Seeds, Proctor, 34 Castle-st., Belfast. 

Grsson, WM., went abroad, 1790, and 

Price, ANDREW, born in 1724-6, went abroad 1741, aged 16, died 1777. 
Next of kin of both to apply to Manitre, Sol. 31, Bedford-row. 
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General Weekly Obituary. 
ALCOCK, Jonny, Esq., of 50 Milton-street, Dorset-square, on Jan. 13, 
aged 82. 


AMCOTTS, Avausta, of Amcotts and Kettlethorpe, Lincoln, wife of Col. 
Robert Amcotts, of Hackthorn, Lincolnshire, on Jan. 16, aged 70. 

ANDERSON, Mary Any, youngest daughter of the late Alexander Ander- 
son, of Highgate, Middlesex, at 7 George-square, Edinburgh, on Jan. 
19, aged 74, 

AYERST. SARAH Any, second daughter of Mr. Ayerst, at Hawkhurst 
Kent, on Jan. 13. 

BAIRD, EvizaseEtn, wife of Nicol John Baird, as ., of Cronstadt, Russia, 
at 25 Great King-street, Edinburgh, on Jan. 1 

BECHER, WEtwoop GEorGE CHRISTIE, third son of Lieut.-Col. C. G. 
Becher, of 5th Bengal Light Cavalry, H.E.LC.S., at Cheltenham, on 
Jan. 17, aged 6 months. 

BEETHAM, Mrs. EL1zaBETH, widow of the late Charles Beetham, Esq., 
at Great Yarmouth, on Jan. 16, in her 84th year. 

BERENS, CHARLOTTE, wife of Alexander Berens, Esq., at Raleigh Hall, 
Brixton-rise, Surrey, on Jan. 16. 

BLACKBURN, Betuta HAMILTON, only daughter of Andrew Blackburn, 
Esq., at 9 St. Andrew’s-square, Edinburgh, on Jan. 16, in her 4th year. 

BLANCH, Gustavus WL, surgeon, of 23 Merrick-square, Southwark, on 
Dec. 26, aged 48, 

BLENCOWE, Joun pro Esq., at Marston St. Lawrence, Northamp- 
tonshire, on Jan. 9, aged 46. 

BLOMFIELD, ISABELLA Mary, eldest child of the Rev. George John and 
Isabella Blomfield, at Bow Rectory, North Devon, on Jan. 4, aged 4. 

BONSOR, Mr. Josepn, of 134 Fenchurch-street, on Jan. 17, aged 55. 

BOULTON, Mr. George, of Great Dover-street, Southwark, on Jan. 16, 
aged 70. 

BOYLE, Susannau, wife of Mr. Cornelius Boyle, late of Milfleld-lane, 
Highgate-rise, on Jan. 12, aged 69. 

BRIDDEN, Ame ta, wife of Mr. James Bridden, of Chatham Barracks, 
at Watts'-terrace, Chatham, on Jan. 17, aged 38 

BUTLER, Grorce, Esq., late Secretary to her Majesty’s Board of Ord- 
nance, Pall-mall, at 152 Albany-street, Regent’s-park, on Jan. 17, in 
his 75th year. 

CARHAMPTON, Marra, widow of John, Earl of Carhampton, at 16 
Sillwood-place, Brighton, on Jan. 18, in her 81st year. 

CAVALIERO, LEoro.piNnE Wop1ana, fourth child of Henry Leopold and 
Charlotte Cavaliero, on Jan. 15, aged 14 months. 

CLARK, Miss Anna, at Bethnal-green, on Jan. 13. 

CLARK, Mr. R. R., for 30 years Superintendent at Halling, Pearce, & 
Stone’s, Waterloo-house, Cockspur-street, London, at Edinburgh, on 


Jan. 18. 

CLARKE, ANNE, relict of William Clarke, Esq., formerly of Compton, 
Berks, at Sydney-terrace, Reading, on Jan. 15, in her 80th year. 

CLARKE, Mr. Toomas, of Junction Station, Wangaratta, Australia, in 
London, on Dec. 28, aged 40. 

CLAYTON, Mrs. Saran, wife of the Rev. John Clayton, of Chichester 
Lodge, Brighton, on Jan. 15, at an advanced age. 

COCKBURN, Atice Sopnia, youngest daughter of Capt. J. H. Cockburn, 
R.N., of H.M.S. Cossack, and grand-daughter of the Rev. J. Gedge, at 
Bilderston Rectory, on Jan. 15, aged 2 years and 5 months. 

COMYN, Miss Mary Any, at Cheltenham, on Jan. 12, in her 25th year. 

CRANWELL, Fiora Mary, eldest daughter of Mr. Frederick Cranwell, 
at Belle Vue-villas, Upper Holloway, on Jan. i6. 

CREGOE, Cera, daughter of the late Edward Cregoe, Esq., of Tre- 
withian, Cornwall, at Headington, on Jan. 15, aged 73. 

CUNNINGHAM, Anna Maria, relict of John Cunningham, Esq., of 
Castlebars, and daughter of the late J. B. Lynch, Esq., of Partry- 
house, Co. Mayo, Ireland, at 11 Victoria-terrace, Exeter, on Jan. 12. 

CURTISS, Isaac Carter, Esq., of 7 Marlborough-place, St. John’s-wood, 
on Jan. 14, in his 64th year. 

DAVY, Mr. Joun, at the Prince Albert, Queen’s-road, Dalston, on Jan. 
13, aged 51. 

DAY, Jane, wife of Mr. Frank Day, of 6 Walbrook, at 24 Mitre-terrace, 
Downham-road, on Jan. 19. 

DIMSDALE, Henry Fraser, Esq., 11th (Prince Albert's Own) Hussars, 
—_—— son of the Hon. Baron Dimsdale, at Carnfield-place, Herts, on 

an. 

DIXON, Etiza, relict of Thomas Ruep Dixon, Esq., and youngest 
daughter of the late General John White, Bengal Army, at 16 Upper 
George-street, Portman-square, on Jan. 16, aged 72. 

DIXON, Jane, relict of Richard Dixon, Esq., at 29 Kensington-square, on 
Jan. 15, in her 76th year. 

DOWELL, Mary Jutta, eldest daughter of Rev. Stephen Wilkinson 
Dowell, of Gosfield, Essex, on Jan. 21. 

DOWNIE, Rowerta Harriett, cy ed of the late Robert Downie, 
Esq., of Appin, in London, on Jan. 16. 

EVANS, CATHERINE, wife of John Evans, at Palmer-terrace, Holloway, 
on Jan. 17, in her 68th year. 

EVANS, James Joun, Esq., Surgeon in the Government Emigration 
Service, at 8 Holland-street, Clapham-road, on Jan. 17, aged 41. 

EYLAND, Magia Frances, eldest daughter of Mr. Samuel Eyland, Wig- 
more-street, on Jan. 15, aged 32 years. 

FARNAN, WILL1AM BetrTans, youngest son of Francis Farnan, Tredegar- 
place, Bow, on Jan. 15, aged 7 months. 

FITZGERALD, Jonn GEORGE M., youngest son of the late Michael Fitz- 
gerald, Esq., of H.M.'s Inland Revenue, at Soissons, in France, on Jan. 
10, in his 13th year. 

FITZGERALD, Mary, daughter of Joseph Fitzgerald, Esq., Queenstown, 
Ireland, at Carshalton, on Jan. 14. 

FITZWILL IAM, Epwarp, Esq., late musical composer and director at 
the Theatre Royal, Haymarket, of 9 Grove-lane, Brompton, on Jan. 19, 
in his 33rd year. 

FORRESTER, Henry, Esq., of 6 St. Mary-le-Strand-place, Old Kent-road, 
and of the Long-room, Customs, on Jan. 19, in his 63rd year. 

GARDNER, Fanny, fifth daughter of Mr. J. H. Gardner, of 4 Percy-villas, 
Brixton, Surrey, on Jan 15, in her 21st year. 

eee Mr. Joun, of the Spa-road, Bermondsey, on Jan 18, in his 

th year. 

GINGELL, Epwarp, Esq., cashier of the Malta Bank, at Valetta, on 
Jan. 11, aged 84. 

GOLD, Mr. Henry, late of Hibernia-wharf, Southwark, at Glengal-grove, 
Old Kent-road, on Jan. 20, in his 70th year. 








GOULD, Mr. Rosert, late of Ludgate-hill, at the Charterhouse, on Jan, 
16, in his 90th year. 

HALE, Mrs. Saran, at Lower Clapton, on Jan. 8, in her 69th year. 

eee a Wi.14y, of the Greyhound Inn, Eltham, Kent, on Jan. 15, 


HAtES, ‘itr Joun, of the New London Bridge Tavern, Weston-street, 
St. Thomas’ 8, Southwark, on Jan. 11, aged 37. 

HERING, Mrs., relict of the late Oliver Hering, Esq., of Heybridge Hall, 
Essex, and Paul Island Estate Jamaica, at 21 Carlton-crescent, South- 
ampton, on Jan. 20, in her 82nd year, 

HILL, Mary Any, wife of Mr. Edward Hill, of 8 Marchmont-strest, 
Russell-square, on Jan. 21, in her 35th year. 

HOGG, Witt1aM EpwarD, Esq., formerly of Rio de Janeiro, and late of 
Tulse-hill, Surrey, in Egypt, on Dec. 27. 

HOLLIDAY, Ann, wife of C. B. Holliday, at 7 Upper Charles-street, 
Northampton-square, on Jan. 18, in her 47th year. 

HOSKEN, Surgeon R., 2nd Battalion Light Cavalry, H.E.LC.S., at Nus- 
seerabad, on Nov. 30. 

JACOB, CATHERINE, widow of Major-General Jacob, at 27 Westbourne- 
place ,Eaton-square, on Jan. 21. 

JANVRIN, Mary Exizasetuy, relict of Daniel Janvrin, Esq., of the Island 
of Jersey, at 24 Royal-crescent, Bath, on Jan. 15, in her 76th year. 

JOHNSON, Mrs. J. C., daughter of the late W. Greaves, Esq., of Clap- 
ham, on Jan. 16. 

JONES, Ricuarp, Esq., late of Richmond-place, Hereford, at 5 Bentinck- 
terrace, Regent’s-park,.on Jan. 15, in his 76th year. 

JONES, Ricuarp, Esq., at Ashley-place, Bristol, on Jan. 16, in his 
67th year. 

JONES, Lieut.- Col., at Knolton-hall, near Overton, Flintshire, on Jan. 20, 
aged 58 

KIRK, Mrs. Mary Any, widow of the late Mr. John Kirk, on Jan. 17, 
in her 63rd year. 

LAIRD, Frances, youngest daughter of Major Laird, of Strathmartin, 
N.B, at 10 Albyn-place, Edinburgh, on Jan. 15. 

LAWRENCE, Mr. Tuomas, at Ramsgate, on Jan. 12. 

LAYCOCK, MarGaret E.izaBeru, wife of Peter Laycock, Trinity 
Schools, Rotherhithe, and daughter of Alexander Morris, Hemsworth, 
Yorkshire, on Jan. 16, in her 25th year. 

LEE, Lawrence, Esq., of Weymouth-street, at Tunbridge-wells, on Jan. 
16, in his 92nd year. 

LETCHWORTH, Hannan Smuts, daughter of the late Thomas Letchworth, 
Esq., of Reading, at 6 Kensington-park-gardens, on Jan. 19, aged 67. 
LOCKE, Maria, relict of the late James Locke, Esq., surgeon-accoucheur, 
&c., formerly of 20 Albert-terrace, Westbourne-park, at 5 Clarendon- 

place, Clarendon-road, Notting-hill, on Jan. 12. 

LOVEDAY, CHARLES DANIEL, Esq., late of Cuckfield, Sussex, on Jan. 14, 
in his 61st year. 

LUKEY, Avy, relict of the late Mr. Joseph Lukey, of Marsland House, 
Morwinstow, Cornwall, at Buckland, Dover, on Jan. 13, in her 73rd year 

MARKBY, FREDERICK GILLAM, Esq., eldest son of Edward Gillam 
Markby, Esq., of the same place, and an Undergraduate of Trinity 
College, Cambridge, at Chatteris, Cambs., on Jan. 20, in his 21st year. 

MARRIOTT, Emma Maria, fourth daughter of Thomas James Marriott, 
Esq., at Lower Clapton, on Jan. 19, aged 14. 

MILWARD, Rear-Admiral, on Jan. 14, in his 81st year. 

MOSSOP, Rev. Isaac, rector of Smarden, Kent. at St. Bees, on Jan. 10. 

NEILSON. Mr. Wi.1Au, of the firm of Paton & Neilson, goldsmiths, at 8 
Upper Charles-street, Northampton-square, on Jan. 16, 

NICHOLLS, CHar_es Diaance, son of William Nicholls, at Dalston, on 
Jan. 16, in his 22nd year. 

NIGHTINGALE, ALFRED TuRrvppP, younger surviving son of James Night- 
ingale, Esq., J.P., of Kingston-upon-Thames, and grandson of the late 
H. E. Thrupp, Esq., of George-street, Portman-square, and of Surbiton- 
hill, Surrey, on Jan. 13, in his 16th year. 

NORRIS, Martanne, eldest daughter of the late James Norris, Esq., of 
Spencer-lodge, Wandswoith-common, at Worthing, on Jan. 17, in her 
29th year. 

NORTON, W1Lt1aM, Esq., at Cowley, near Uxbridge, on Jan. 18, aged 72. 

OKE, WiLt1Am, Esq., at Grosyenor-house, Southampton, on Jan. 18, in 
his 70th year. 

ORME, Hannan Mary, relict of Alexander Orme, Esq., late Major 
H.E.LC.S., at 16 Wyndham-place, Bryanstone-square, on Jan. 19, in 
her 84th year. 

ORTON, Jct, wife of James Orton, Esq., at Glenbrook Bray, Ireland, 
on Jan. 18. 

PAGET, Capt. Jonn, R.N., at Brompton, on Jan. 16, in his 71st year. 

PALMER, Tuomas, Esq., of the Rolls’ Chapei Office, and late an Assistant 
Keeper of Public Records there, at Brook-green, Hammersmith, on 
Jan. 21, 

PARRIS, Etizaretu, wife of Mr. J. Parris, at Farnham, Essex, on Jan. 
15, age 

—_ IN, ARTHU R, the infant son of John Parson, Esq., of Ham-common, 
on Jan. 17. 

PEREIRA, Mrs., wife of Antonio Pereira, Esq., at Park-crescent, Port- 
land-place, on Jan. 20. 

PERKINS, AmBRoOsE WILLIAM, at 137 Stanley-street, Pimlico, on Jan. 18, 
aged 61. 

PERPIGNAN, Madame de, at Twickenham, on Jan. 18. 

PERROTT, Rev. T., M.A., at Walton-on-Trent Rectory, on Jan. 17. 

PICKETT, Joun, Esq., of Bridgewater-square, on Jan. 18, in his 77th 
year. 

PIGEON, Jane, for nearly 50 years servant in the family of the late 
William Agar, Esq., Q.C., at Elm-lodge, Camden-town, on Jan. 18. 

POWER, Euiz —_—. wife of John Power, 9 Bedford-street, Bedford-row, 
on Jan. 19, aged 

PRATT, JOHN shad only surviving re ae the late John Pratt, Esq., 
M.R.C.S.E., at Singapore, on Jan. 30, 

PRESCOTT, "Rican, youngest son * ‘the late W. B. Prescott, Esq., of 
Everton, Liverpool, near Buenos Ayres, on Nov. 29, in his 21st year. 

PRICE, Jutta BELLA, youngest daughter of David Price, M.D., Margate, 
on Jan. 18. 

RAMMELL, Saran, wife of Thomas Rammell, Esq., at Ramsgate, on 
Jan. 13, in her 73rd year. 

RAVENSCROFT, Epwarp Cuartes, fourth son of the late Mr. Thomas 
Ravenscroft, of Warwick-street, Charing-cross, on Jan. 16, in his 39th 
year. 
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RICHARDS, Epwarp Saxoy, son of the Rev. Edward T. Richards, of 
Farlington Rectory, Hants, and Demy of Magdalene College, Oxford, 
on Jan. 29, in his 20th year. 

RUTTER, SaRau, relict of Valentine Rutter, Esq., of the city of London, 
and Woodfield Lodge, Harrow-road, at Brighton, on Jan. 17, aged 81. 
SANDERSON, ALIcg, infant daughter of _ Rey. A. P. Sanderson, at 

Aspenden, Herts, on Jan. 17, aged 16 day 

SANDERSON, Epir#, infant daughter of. the Rey. A. P. Sanderson, at 
Aspenden, Herts, on Jan. 15, aged 14 days. 

SHORE, Crara Maria, youngest daughter of the Hon. F. J. Shore, 
H.E.L C. S., at Sidmouth, on Jan. 12, aged 22. 

SIMONS, ISABEL Lucy Svusay, relict of Walter Tregarthian Simons, Esq., 
of Tregarthian Hall, and Ham, Cornwall, and Windsor, Berks, at Tre- 
garthian Hall, on Jan. 16, in her 58th year. 

SINDERBY, Miss HARRIET, in Albany-street, Regent’s-park, on Jan. 20, 
in her 78th year. 

SMITH, ANN CurisTIAN, wife of the Rev. Isaac em, of the Church 
Missionary Society, at Benhall, Suffolk, on Jan. 

SMITH, Saran, relict of the late Charles Awdus smith, Esq., of Notting- 
hill, Kensington, Middlesex, on Jan. 21, aged 61. 

SOLA, C. M., Esq., at Putney, on Jan. 21, aged 76. 

SOMERS, Mrs. Susanna, at North ‘Audley -street, on Jan. 14, in her 
66th year. 

STEVENSON, Miss Ann, formerly of Loughborough, at Reading, on Jan. 
14, aged 84. 

STRATTON, GEORGE RoseERrt, Esq., at Bicester, on Dec. 23, aged 63. 

STREATFEILD, EtLen Scort, only surviving daughter of the Rey. J. 
Streatfeild, incumbent, at Uckfield, Sussex, on Jan. 14, aged 26. 

TATHAM, Ratpu, D.D., Master of St. John’s College, Cambridge, at the 
Lodge, on Jan. 19, aged 78. 

TOBIN, Lucy, widow of Henry Hope Tobin, Esq., at Clifton, on Jan. 16, 
at a very advanced age, 

TODD, Wi111aM, Esq., at 2 Minerva-place, Barnsbury-park, Islington, on 
Jan. 21, aged 65. 

TOLLETH, Mr. ema at Great Russell-street, Bloomsbury, on 
Jan. 17, aged 6! 

TOWNSEND, J: a daughter of the late Mr. John Townsend, of 10 
Hungerford-market, Strand, on Jan 

TRAILL, Janet Srxciatr, youngest daughter of the late James Traill, 
Esq., of Rattar, Caithness, N.B., at Blackheath, on Jan. 17. 

TREGGON, Mr. Henry, at 22 Jewin- street, on Jan. 18, aged 52. 

USHER, WIL aM Everett, only child of Richard Trueman Usher, Esq., 
at Queenstown, Ireland, on Jan. 5, aged 11 years and 9 months. 

VERE, Betsry, widow of the late James Vere, Esq., at 48 Oxford- 
terrace, Hyde-park, on Jan. 17, in her 77th year. 

VERNER, Eten Jane, wife of Capt. J. D. Verner, and eldest daughter of 
the late William Borradaile, Esq., of Ludbrook, Devonshire, and a few 
hours afterwards, Ellen Bessie, their infant daughter, at the Royal 
Military College, Sandhurst, on Jan. 16. 

WAITE, Gerorce, Esq., at Bayswater, on Jan. 3, in his 66th year. 

WALKER, Artuur Hornam, youngest son of Sir Baldwin W. Walker, 
Bart., at 66 Westbourne-terrace, on Jan. 18, in his 4th year. 

WARNER, Mary, relict of the late Thomas Warner, Esq., of the Elms, 
Loughborough, at East Langton-grange, Leicestershire, on Jan. 16, 


aged 62. 

WELLS, Carotrne, only child of the late Henry Wells, ‘Esq., of Mid- 
hurst, at Reading, on Jan. 20, in her 12th year. 

WEST, ‘Cuar.orre, wife of Joseph West, Esq., artist, at 2 North-crescent, 
Chenies-st., on Jan. 2. 

WHARNCLIFFE, Jonn Henry Montacv, only son of Lord and Lady 
Wharncliffe, at Harewood-house, Leeds, on Jan. 19, aged 9 months 
and 10 days. 

WHARTON, Mr. Cuarzes, of the firm of Henry, John, and Charles 
Wharton, and son of the late Mr. Charles Wharton, of H.M. Dockyard, 
Sheerness, at 18 Blackfriars-road, on Jan. 15, aged 39. 

WILEY, Mrs. Mary, at Tyndale-place, Islington, on Jan. 21, aged 83. 

WILLIAMS, Mary, widow of Mr. Serjt. Williams, K.S., and mother of 
the Hon. Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams, at Bry an-house, Blackheath, 
on Jan. 16, in her 88th year. 

WREFORD, Joun, Esq., of Broughton-house, Riverhead, Kent, on Jan. 
18, in his ‘s6th year. 

WRIGHT, Mrs. Mary Gu7Turtr, widow of the late Thomas Guthrie 
Wright, Esq., Auditor of the Court of Session, at 15 Clarendon-crescent, 
Edinburgh, on Jan. 18. 


eapchelaglilimtialaes 
Money Market, 


CITY, Fripay Eventne. 


Tre English Funds continue in the same quiet state as has 
been manifested during several weeks. The variation at any 
time has not exceeded } per Cent., and the variation in the 
whole of the last week has not been more considerable. This 
morning, Consols were quoted at 933 to 7; but this advance 
was not maintained, and the closing price was 934 to §. Prices 
from the Paris Bourse arrive irregularly. The last quotation 
of French 3 per Cents. is 67f. 95c. Other important foreign 
securities remain quiet, with very little variation. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
17th January, 1857, which we give below, it appears that the 
amount of Notes in circulation is £19,463,035, being an in-- 
crease of £35,045; and the stock of Bullion, in both depart- 
ments, is £10,110,409, showing a decrease of £70,575, when 
compared with the previous return. The rates of the Bank of 
England for discount on Bills of Exchange, and for advances 
on Stock, are without alteration. Reports of trade afford 
evidence of unabated activity, with the appearance of being 
sound and healthful. This evidence leads to the conclusion 








that sound Trade is not embarrassed by the present high rate 
of discount, and also to the conclusion that any alteration in 
the present rate by the Directors of the Bank, is not desirable, 
except on motives both strong and likely to continue. 

The Corn Markets, during the last week, have manifested a 
decline in prices, both in London and the provinces. 

Since the resolutions come to at the meeting of merchants, 
bankers, and traders, on Monday last, a report has been pub- 
lished of a statement made in the Court of Exchequer on 
Tuesday by the Chief Baron, confirmed by Mr. Baron Martin, 
to the effect that the decision of the Court of Error in the case 
of Kingsford § Swinford vy. Merry, was grounded on an erro- 
neous report of the facts, totally different from the facts pre- 
sented to the Chief Baron on the trial, and to the Court of 
Exchequer on the argument-.of the rule, and which erroneous 
report the Court said was in itself utterly unintelligible. This 
statement will probably have the effect of moderating the 
alarm which was in a great measure the cause of the meeting 
on Monday, and of the resolutions adopted on that occasion. 


English funds. 

























































| | j | 
ENGLISH FuNDs. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. Fri. 
UE Hee: et RE eH Oh, 
Bank Stock w.. [218 16 | 2173 216 17} 216 | 2173 
3 per Cent. Red. / 1942 433) 935 $933 3| 935 4 | 935 4 4) 932 4 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann.. ./93% 3 2934 2 s| 932 3| 933 ie 3g 4 7933 iH! 3 
New 3 per Cent. Ann. . “load 3 2942432 942 3) 943 to é 5 945 2 
New 23 per Cent. Ann. Nees i ae oo 1 a | 4 4 
UNTER secs ccsckncnveassosne ee es we | oe 
3} per Cent. ites Cex | a pe 
Long Annuities (exp.| | 
Jan. 5, 1860) .... | 25 | 23 2% 
Do. 30 yrs. (exp. Oct. | H ove 
aa Re | 
Do. 30 yrs. (exp. Jan. 5, | | 
Do 30 a ag oo | eve | coe [28 9-16 
e —_—* | 118 1-16 18 1-16 18 
eerevereccceccoccsece eee | oo | -16 - eee 
India "Stock. Ser tees 7 cae te eee 220 220 
India Bonds (£1,000) ...|... ey ‘pm. | + =|28s. pm.) 1 dis, 
Do. (under £1,000) ...... | ws | 18. dis./2s. pm. Is. dis. poss 
Exch. Bills (£1,000) _...'2s. pm.,2s. pm.'2s. pm. 2s. pm.|2s. pm. 
Exch. Bills (£500) |2s, pm./2s. pm.| + (28. dis./2s. pm. an 
Exch. Bills (Small) ......| 2s, pm.| Is. dlis.! Is. dis..2s. dis.'2s. pm.) 2s. pm. 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, 3} | | 
per Cent, .........cccseeee xa | ee ger ah aes | pen wl 
Exch. eat 1859, 33 | | | 
WR OGD: ccovesisvasasaunes w- | 983 9! 998) 98Z | 99F 8% 993 
Railway Stock. 
Railways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. 
Bristol and Exeter < a 2k) 922 923 eee ine wn 
Caledonian... vee 613 (613 31 ane 61 one 
+ rege and Holyhead ... sai 372 =e 373 $C 37 
ast Anglian saa onal. lass 193 ose ese oe = 
Besheen Downtiss sean Gne 93 94 92 93 | 93841 98 
Eastern Union A stock . sen eve ove ave 44 one 
East Lancashire... oe | 94% 2 94 943 eo one 
Edinburgh and Glasgow eas oes oe 543 ea ove 
Edin., Perth. & Dundee.| ... eee ose eee 35 34§ 
Glasgow & South Western sen ase ose eee veo ooo 
Great Northern ove 92 - (9192 sis ove 92 91g § 
t. South & West. (Ire.), ie is | 
Great Western |... .-.| 663 [66 58 3] 652. 64 53.2] G6} 6 | 653 ¢ 
Lancashire & Yorkshire .| 963 2 963 2 3/ 962 3 oz | 962 86 


Lon., Brighton, & S.Coast/112 133} 113% |1133 tshiag” 13 1122 
London & North Western|1064 6 |1063 4 106 




















1063 $3) 1064 #1068 43 
London and S. Western ./1073 7 | 1073 |1074 7 1074 | 1073 107 
ae. oe, and Lincoln 34 34 34 ese pied 343 
idland ... ... ... ...| 82% 4/822 2 2822 3 2)R23 24 2 g| gai 2 
ma oa ee ee 
North British .. eve 393 see 393 | 392 on 
North Eastern (Berwick) 843 | 84 33 | 834 4 | 843 4] 84 84 
North London sae oe one ase ove ia pom 
Oxford, Wore. &Wolv. |]. ane ove 273 273 oon 
Scottish Central... 108 ane ous =e sak ooo 
Scot.N.E. Aberdeen Stock oo ooo aes ona as eee 
Shropshire Union... ...| 49 eee eee eee eee 50 
South-Eastern a oa aie 742 aaa 74} 745 
South-Wales ... ... seo! ove 853! g5t 853 | 852.5 | 85 1-2 








Bank of England. 


AN ACCOUNT. PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 17TH DAY OF JANUARY, 1857. 


IssuE DEPARTMENT. 


£ 
23,976,935 | Government Debt 11,015,100 
| Other Securities . . 3,459. 
Gold Coin and Bullion. 9, iit 935 
Silver Bullion * 


Notes issued 


| 
£23,976,925 cy £23,976,935 
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BANKING DEPARTMENT 


£ 
~ ad Capital . 14.553,000 | Government Securities 
. 3,379,903 (incl. Dead Weight 
pepe Deposits (includ- Annuities. ; 11,550, 467 
ing Exchequer, Say- Other Securities 16,586,201 
ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes . . yi 4,513,900 
sioners of National Gold and Silver Coin 608,474 
Debt, and Dividend 
Accounts) . 3,397,114 
Other Deposits. . 11,075,931 
Seven day & other Bills 853,094 
£33,259,042 £33,259,042 





Dated the 22nd day of Jan., 1857. M. MarsHAtt, Chief Cashier. 


Sacsceeeiemnies 
London Chaszettes, 


Tcespay, Jan. 20, 1857. 


COMMISSIONER FOR TAKING ACKNOWLEDGMENTS OF 
MARRIED WOMEN. 


TaURSFIELD, Jonn Hunt, Gent., Wednesbury, Staffordsh. July 10, 1856. 
Bankrupts. 


TveEspAy, Jan. 20, 1857. 


BALSHAW, WitttaM, Joiner & Builder, Liverpool. Feb. 4 & Mar. 4, at 
11; Liverpool Com. Perry. Off. Ass. Morgan. So/. Payne, Harring- 
ton- st., Liverpool. Pet. Jan. 16. 

CLARKE, FREDERICK JAMES, Baker, Clapham. Jan. 30, at 1, & Feb. 27, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sol. Hewitt, 
Nicholas-lane. Pet. Jan. 16. 

DANGER, Joun (J. Danger & Co.), Leather Factor, Yatton, Bristol. 
Feb. 3 & Mar. 3, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Of Ass. Miller. Sols. 
Bevan & Girling, Bristol. Pet. Jan. 13. 

GEORGE, Caries, Grocer, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset. Feb. 3 & 
Mar. 3, at 11; Bristol Com. Hill. Og Ass. Acraman. Sols. Stanley 
& Wasbrough, Bristol. Pet. Jan. 13. 

HODGSON, GiLsert, & WiLL1AM AtcneEson, Timber Merchants, Sunder- 
land. Feb. 10 at 11, & Mar. 6 at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Elli- 
son. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Harle, Bush, & Gaskell, 20 Southampton- 
bldgs, Chancery-lane, London; and 2 Butcher-bank, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Pet. for Arrangt. Oct. 10. 

HORSFALL, JonatHan Wricut, Commission Agent, Leeds. Feb. 2 & 
Mar. 2, at 11.30; Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Of. Ass. Hope. Sol. Prest, 
Leeds. Pet. Jan. 10. 

JONES, Wi1.11AM Burrow, Pastry Cook, 5, St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol. 
Feb. 3 & Mar. 10, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Og: Ass. Acraman. Sol. 
Ley King, Bristol. Pet. Jan. 17. 

PINCHES, Tuomas, Builder, W alsall, Stafford. Feb. 4, at 11, & Feb. 23, 
at 10.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
Wilkinson, jun., Walsall; James, Birmingham. Pet. Jan. 15. 

POLAND, Joun (Poland & Co.), Wholesale Milliner, 42 Hart-st., Blooms- 
bury, and 13 and 14 Mount-st., Whitechapel-rd. Jan. 30, at |, & Feb. 
27, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Of. Ass. Edwards. Sols. 
Lawrence, Smith, & Fawdon, 12 Bread-st., Cheapside. Pet. Jan. 8. 

REES, Any, Grocer, Llanelly, Carmarthen. Feb. 3 & Mar. 3, at 11; 
Bristol. Com. Hill. Off. Ass. Acraman. Sols, Stanley & Wasbrough, 
Bristol. Pet. Jan. 7. 

SANDHAM, Grorce, Cotton Spinner, Carr Mill, Newchurch, Rosendale, 
Lancaster. Jan. 30 & Feb. 20, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Hernaman. 
Sols. Cobbet & Wheeler, Cooper-st., Manchester. Pet. Jan. 12. 

TAYLOR, ALFRED, Builder, Wednesbury, Stafford. Feb. 6 & 20, at 11.30; 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Hodgson & 
Allen, Birmingham. Pet. Dec. 11. 

TURNER, James, Oil & Grease Merchant, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Feb. 3, 
at 11, & Mar. 4, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Off. Ass. 
Baker. Sols. Hoyle, *Newcastle-upon-Tyne; Crosby, 3 Church-court, 
Old Jewry, London. Jef. Jan. 14. 


Fripay, Jan. 23, 1857. 


BALL, GeorGE, Plumber, New Lenton, Nottingham. Feb. 10 & Mar. 3, 
at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Of Ass. Harris. Sols, Coope, 
Nottingham; Marrison, & Wood, Birmingham. ef. Jan. 15. 

CANTRILL, Tuomas, Railway Grease Manufacturer, 4 Rivers-ter., York- 
rd., King’s-cross. Feb. 6, at 1; Mar. 3, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Hol- 
royd. Off. Ass. Edwards. - ‘Sols. Wright & Bonner, 15 London-st., Fen- 
chureh-st. Pet. Dec. 18. 

DEEKS, Grorcr, Auctioneer, 6 Pembridge-villas, Westbourne-grove, 
Bayswater. Feb. 3, at 1; Mar. 3, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 
Off. Ass. Bell. Sol. Davis, 5 Arundel-st., "Strand. Pet. Nov. 24. 

DICKINSON, Witt1am HENRY, Table-knife Manufacturer, Sheffield. 
Feb. 7 & Mar. 21, at 10; Sheffield. Com. West. Of Ass. Brewin. 
Sol. Broadbent, Sheffield. ’ Pet, Jan. 17. 

DICKSON, Joun, Builder, 206 Fleet-st.; Swansea, Glamorgan; and Wel- 
lington, Salop. Feb. 3, at 11.30; Mar. 3, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fonblanque. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. King & George, 35 King-st., 
Cheapside. Pet. Jan. 20. 

JORSS, Henry FREDERICK, Merchant, (H. F. Jérss & Co.), Manchest 


TOWAN, SrepHen, Currier, 13 Buckwell-st., Plymouth. Feb. 2 & Mar, 
2, at 10; Plymouth. Com. Bere. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sol. Elworthy, 
Plymouth. Pet. Jan. 20. 

WALTERS, Joserx, Hatter, Northampton. Feb. 6 & Mar. 6, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Reed, Lan 
& Marsden, 59 Friday-st.; Jeffery, Northampton. Pet. Jan. 19. 

WHITE, Epwarp, Stock & Share Broker, Cushion-ct., Old Broad-st. 
Feb. 3, at 2.30; Mar. 3, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. 
i Sols. Linklater & Hackwood, 17 Sise-lane, Bucklersbury. 

et. Jan. 


MEETINGS. 
TuEspay, Jan. 20, 1857. 


CLARKE, Jonn, Surgeon, 10 New Cavendish-st., Portland-pl, and 37 
Upper Marylebone-st. Feb. 11, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

nv. 

Evans, James, & Georce Davey, Iron Masters, Britton Ferry Iron 
Works, Glamorgan. Feb. 19, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Final Div. 
Parker, ALEXANDER SmitH, Draper, 9 Buckland-st., Plymouth. Feb. 2, 

at 10; Plymouth. Com. Bere. Aud. Acc. & Prf. of Dots. 

SALKELD, Taomas, Warehouseman, Basinghall-st. Feb. i, at 11; Bas- 
inghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

SEAWARD, Francis, Licensed Carman, 2 Abchurch-yard, Abchurch-lane. 
Feb. 10, at 11; Basinghall- st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

Stuart, W ILLIAM CHARLES, Tailor, Cambridge. Feb. 11, at 1; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

TayLor, JAMES, Drugget Manufacturer, Balladen Mill, Rawtenstall, and 
Midgehole Mills, Helmshore, Forest of Rossendale. Feb. 12, at 12; 
Manchester. Com. Skirrow. Div. 

WALKER, Emery, Coach-builder, 18 Blomfield-st., Harrow-rd., and 
Charles-mews, Charles-st., Westbourne-ter. Feb. 14, at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 


FRIDAY, Jan. 23, 1857. 


Apams, SAMvEL (Samuel Adams & Co.), Banker, Ware. Feb. 13, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. iv. 

Back, CHARLES EDWARD, Grocer, 123 Tottenham-ct.-rd. 
Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div, 

BrirtwistLe, Ricuarp, Innkeeper, Bury, Lancaster. 
Manchester. Com. Jemmett. First div. 

Brown, JouN WALKER, Upholsterer, 48 Sloane-st. 
Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 

CoLBORNE, JOHN Haywarp, Draper, Poole. Feb. 13, at 11; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

EYKkE, JosepH, & RicharD Wuirrin, Carmen, George-yd., Milton-st. 
Feb. 4, at 1: Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

Foorp, JAmEs, Licensed Victualler, Eagle Tavern. Charlton, Dover. 
Feb. 4, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Last Ex. 

Hapwen, Isaac James, & JaMEs LAaMonT MacGrecor (Hadwen, Mac- 
gregor & Co.), Merchants, Liverpool and Havannah. Feb. 19, at 11; 
Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. Div. Joint est.; and on Feb. 20, at 11, div. 
sep. est. I. J. Hadwen. 

Honey, MAXFIELD, Grocer, Maidstone. Feb. 16, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Goulburn. Fur. div. 

Lower, Jonn, Merchant, Manchester. Feb. 18, at 12; Com. Jemmett, 
Div. 

PoLanD, PETER, & EVAN BARNETT MEREDITH, Furriers, Bread-st., 
Cheapside. Feb. 13, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans, Div. 

PoLtack, EpwArD, Sugar Refiner, Fieldgate-st. Feb. 14, at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Watney, JouN, Baker, Wimbledon. Feb. 13, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Evans. Div. 

WINFIELD, THomAS WILLIAM, & FREDERICK CHARLES CLARKE, Factors, 
Birmingham Feb. 16, at 10.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 


Feb. 13, at 12; 
Feb. 17, at 12; 
Feb. 13, at 11.30; 


DIVIDENDS. 
TueEspDay, Jan. 20, 1857. 


AppEY, HENRY MARKINFIELD, Bookseller, 21 Old Bond-st. Third, 1s., and 
5s. on new proofs. Edvards, 1 Sambrook-ct., Basinghall-st., Wednesday 
next and three subsequent Wednesdays, ll & 2. 

Brown, Inps W1LL1aM Honces, Dealer in Horses, Little Bowden, North- 
ampton. First, 20s. Edwards, 1 Sambrook-ct., Basinghall-st., Wed- 
nesday next and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 & 2. 

BrownatLt, Jonny, Shoemaker, Tipton, Stafford. First, 4d. Christie, 37 
Waterloo-st., Birmingham, any Thursday, I1 & 3. 

GIFFIN, JAMES, & JosEPH GIFFIN, Saddlers, Church-st., Hackney, and 
Diddington-pl, Caledonian-rd. First, 33d., sep. est. James Giffin. 
Edwards, 1 Sambrook-ct., — -st., Wednesday next and three 
subsequent Wednesdays, il & 2 

GLENN, Joun, Builder, 12 Cambridge-ter., Liverpool-rd. First, 33d. Lee, 
20 Aldermanbury, Wednesday next, 11 & 2. 

HARTSHORNE, GEORGE, & GEORGE HARTSHORNE, jun., Ironmongers, 37 
Great Dover-st., Borough. First, 4s., sep. est. G. Hartshorne, sen. Ed- 
wards, | Sambrook-ct., Basinghall-st., Wednesday next and three subse- 
quent Wednesdays, i & 2. 

LryyitT, Jon, Goldsmith, Argyl-pl., Regent-st. Third, 8id. Edwards, 
1 Sambrook-ct., Basinghall-st., Wednesday next and three subsequent 
Wednesdays, 11 & 2. 

M‘LEAN, GEORGE ALEXANDER, Tailor, 263 High Holborn. Second, 77., 
and 3s. ld. on new proofs. Edwards, 1 Sambrook-ct., Basinghall-st, 
Wednesday next and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 & 2. 





Feb. 12 & Mar. 5, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Herniman. Sol. 
Stead, Princess-st., Manchester. Pet. Jan. 19. 
LADD, Joun, Builder, Liverpool. Feb. 5 & Mar. 5, at 11; Liverpool 
— oo Of. Ass. Turner. Sol. Pemberton, Liverpool. Pet. 


MORLEY, Jonny, Joiner, Sneinton and Nottingham, Nottinghamshire. 
Feb. 10& Mar. 3, at 10.30; Log ge Com. Balguy. Of. Ass. Harris. 
Sol. Coope, Nottingham. Pei. Jan. 20. 

SCHOFIELD, James, Tailor, Ashton-under-Lyne. Feb. 3 & Mar. 3, at 
12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. Sols. Brooks & Marshall, Ashton- 
under-Lyne. 





Asppin, Wituiam, & AuGcustus WiLLiaM Orp, Cement Manufacturers, 
Gateshead & London. First, 20s., sep. est. A. W. Ord. Baker, Royal 
‘Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, any Saturday, 10 & 3. 

SEwett, JoserH Dixon, & Toomas Pattison, Chemists, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. First and final div., sep. est. T. gS Wg Baker, Royal 
Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, any Saturday, 10 

Stevens, Toomas Broox Brinces, Bill Broker, 49 Pall Mall. First, 23d. 
Lee, 20 Aldermanbury, Wednesday next, 11 & 2. 

Wisoy, Jouy, Corn and Coal Dealer, Barking. First, Is. 11d. Edwards, 
1 Sambrook-court, Basinghall-st., Wednesday next and three subsequent 
Wednesdays, 11 & 2. 
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, Grocer, Boscastle, Cornwall. Fur. div. 1s. 1d. 
Hirtzel, Queen-st., E xeter, any Tuesday or Friday, 11 & 2. 

Jounnson, Lyp1a, Nail Manu facturer, Duffield. First, Is. 2d. Harris, 
Middle-pavement, Nottingham, on Jan. 19, and three following Mon- 
days, 11 & 3. “ 

Newmarcn, Geonrcr, Hatter, Nottingham. First, 4s. Harris, Middle- 
pavement, Nottingham, on Jan. 19, and three following Mondays, 
11 & 3. 


Dryer, Henry Hawken 


PARTRIDGE, Josern, Corn Factor, Wednesbury Oak, Tipton, Stafford. 
2s, 73d. Bittleston, 29 Waterloo-st., Birmingham, on Jan. 22, or any 
subsequent alternate Thursday, 11 & 3. 

Roiianson, Jouy, & Jacos Staniey Lister, Ironmasters, Moxley Iron- 
works, Bilston, Staffordshire. 23d. on joint estate, and 3s. 2. on sep. 
est. of Lister. Bittleston, 29 Waterloo-st., Birmingham, Jan. 22, or any 
subsequent alternate Thursday, 11 & 3 

Tuomas, Davip, Grocer, 47 Bedford-st., Piymouth. 
Queen-st., Exeter, any Tuesday or Friday, 11 & 2. 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shewn on Day of Meeting. 
TvEsDAY, Jan 20, 1857. 


Buck.erR, Davin, Builder, Birmingham. Feb. 12, at 10; Birmingham. 

Hapwey, Isaac James, & James Lamont M‘GREGOR (Hawden, M‘Gregor 
& Co.), Merchants, Liverpool, and Havannah, in the island of Cuba. 
Feb. 13, at 12; Liverpool. 

METCALFE, JoHN THOoMas &G 
Canvas Merchants, 52 & 53 Bow- 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Rosson, Caar_es OswaLp, Wharfings 
King’s-cross. Feb. 11, at 11; Basing 

SEAWARD, Francis, Licensed Carman, 2 4 
Feb. 11, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

SrsveNnson, JAMES, Brewer, 
merly of Stowmarket, Suffolk, Confectioner. 
hall-st. 

Tuomas, OWEN, Tailor, Manchester. Feb, 11. at 12; Manchester. 


Frivay, Jan. 23, 1857, 


BARFoot, Jonn, Cattle Salesman, North Stoneham, Hants. Feb. 
12. Basinghall-st. 

CHAPMAN. SAMUEL PALMER, Grocer, Lincoln. 
upon-Hull. 

Jackson, Rovert, jun., Licensed Victualler, 
Kingston-upon-Hull. 






First, 63. 8d. TZivtzel, 






RGE METCALFE (James Metcalfe & Sons), 


lane, and Farnham, Surrey. Feb. 11, 


Belmont 






Wharf, York-road, 
hureh-yard, Abchurch-lane, 


Vauxhall Brewery, Wandsworth-rd., for- 
Feb. 11, at 11.30; Basing- 


14, at 
Mar. 25, at 12. Kingston- 


Lincoln. Feb. 18, at 12. 


Lans.ey, Davin, Publican, Black Horse Inn, Kingsmead-sq., Bath. Mar. 
3, at 11. Bristol. 
Losr, JAMES Epwarp, Builder, Cricklewood, Middlesex. Feb, 13, at 


11.30. Basinghall-st. 
Rapnor, Roserr, Maltster, Presteign, Radnor. 
RicHarps, Bengamry, Sail Maker, Newport, Monmouth. 
Bristol. 
ROBERTSON, CHARLOTTE, Licensed Victualler, Queen Catherine, 4 Brook- 
st., Ratcliffe. Feb. 14, at 1. Basinghall-st. 
Tuomas, THOMAS, Milliner, Manchester. Feb. 16, at 12. 
Vayro, JOHN, Linendraper, Ripon. Feb. 17, at 11. 
To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Turspay, Jan. 20, 1857. 
Bett, RicHary, Contract or, 17 oa ch-st. 
suspended for 6 mos. from Oct. 18, 18! 
BrinpDLey, THomas, Grocer, se Ha Stafford. Jan. 15, 3rd Class. 
ENSOLL, LOUIS, Linendraper, Great Titchfield-st. Jan. 14, 2nd Class. 
Gipss, Tuomas, Publican, Burslem, Stafford. Jan. 15, 2nd Class. 
Hempuries, WILLIAM, Innkeeper, Brierly-hill, Kingswinford, 
Jan. 15, 2nd Class. 
MacLean, Rosert, Licensed Victualler, Liverpool. 
Pacr, ALFrep, Boot Manufacturer, 31 Baker-st., 
2nd Class. 





Feb. 24, at 11. Bristel. 
Mar. 3, at 11. 


Manchester. 
Leeds. 


Jan. 14, 2nd Class, to be 








Stafford. 


3rd Class. 


Jan. 13, ¢ 
Portman-sq. Jan. 14, 





SEARELL, ALLEN, Miller, Furzeley Mill, Ashburton, Devon. Jan. 14, 
2nd Class. : 
SiocomsBe, Ricuarp, Farmer, Kentisbury, Devon, Jan. 14, Ist Class. 





Jan. 15, 2nd Class, 
Jan. 14, 3rd Class, to be suspended 


Woop, James, Grocer, Wolverhampton. 
Woops, Samvet, Builder, Weybridge. 
for 9 mos. from Oct. 13, 1856. 
Fripay, Jan, 23, 1857. 


Dixon, Witt1am, & GEORGE MimppLeton, 
Class, Jan. 20. 
DorkineToy, THomas, Woollen 
Dalston. 2nd Class, Jan. 16. 
Pratt, JAMes, & CHARLES Azson, Earthenware Manufacturers, Cas 
ford, York. Ist Class to Abson, Jan. 19. 

TvurNER, WILLIAM, Licensed Victuailer, Bricklayers’ Arms, 34 King-st., 
Golden-sq. 2nd Class, after suspension of 1 year. Jan. 1. 

WALKER, ERY, Coach Builder, 18 Bloomficld-st., Harrow-rd., and 
Charles-st., Westbourne-ter. 2nd Class Jan. 16. 


Engolbeits. 
Petitions to be heard at the County Courts. 
TvEspay, Jan. 6, 1857. 


Dyers, Morley, York. 3rd 


Merchant, 2 Durham-pl., Grange-rd., 








Bacenvs, Epwaro, Baker, 4 South-front, Kingsland-pl., Southampton. 
Jan. 23, at 10; Southampton. 
CARLILE, WILLIAM, Horse Trainer, 

Totness. 

Davin, THomas, Licensed Victualler, and in partnership with W. Davies, 
under flrm of T. & W. Davies, Joiners, Watergate Tavern and Linen- 
hall-st. Feb 4, at 10; Chester. 

DESFORGES, SAMUEL, Watchmaker, Spilsby, Lincolnshire. Feb, 6, at 1.30; 
Spilsby. 

FLETCHER, ANN, Widow, 47 Rud 
at 10; Leicester. 

HeaLey, Jonny, Lithog 
Feb. 4, at 10; Chester. 


Buckfastleigh, Devon. Jan. 29, at 11; 


ling-st., Blackfriars, Leicester. Jan. 21, 


h 





er, Handbridge, St. Mary-on-the-Hill, Chester. 














Hinton, GEORGE PULLiy, Attorney-at-law, 2 Paul-st., Kingsdown, West. 
bury-upon-Trym, and 5 Exchange-bldgs., Bristol. Feb. 11, at 10.30: 
Bristol. 

Meap, Francis, Morebath, Devon. Jan. 15, at 11; Tiverton. 

Moss, Epwarp, Saddler, Bromyard, Hereford. Jan. 23, at 11; Bromyard, 

Rees, THomas, Farmer, Llansamlet, Glamorgan. Jan. 19, at 10; Neath, 

Suaw, Rosert, Traveller, 4 Lansdown-ter., Lower Broughton, Manches- 
ter. Jan. 13, at 10; Salford. 

Smita, Any, Widow, 13 Hillfield-parade, Gloucester. 
Gloucester. 

Tu _ Joun, Licensed Victualler, Old Fore-st., Sidmouth. 

; Honiton. 

wae BeNJAMIN, Journeyman Printer, Mardol, Shrewsbury. 
10; Shrewsbury. 

Witprne, James, Mardol, Shrewsbury. Jan. 27, at 10; Shrewsbury. 

Witirams, THOMAS CHARLES, Picture Cleaner, 7 St. Aldate-st., Glouces- 
ter. Jan. 22, at 10; Gloucester. 


Fripay, Jan, 9, 1857. 


CovLson, JosePH, Turner, York. Jan. 26, at 9; York Castle. 

CRANE, WILLIAM, Bricklayer, Harwich. Jan. 28, at 12; Harwich. 

Dopcson, WILLIAM, Spinner in a Cotton Factory, Carlton, Skipton. Jan, 
23, at 11; Skipton. 

Hitt, CHaries, Hay Dealer, Swansea. Jan. 21, at 10; Swansea. 

Hosii_t, W1iitaM, Horse Breaker, Desford. Jan. 22, at 12; Market Bos- 
worth. 

LonGpeEN, Ricwarp, Grocer, Belper. Jan. 22. at 10; Belper. 

MACKENZIE, Joun Wo., Book Agent, Diss. Jan..19, at 1; Eye. 

PALMER, WILLIAM BALLs, Auctioneer, Lowestoft. Jan. 21, at 2; Lowestoft. 

RABBINOWITZ, ALEXANDER, Tobacconist, Lowestoft. Jan. 21, at 2; 
Lowestoft 

Ricrarps, Wx., Colliery Renter, Cefn Hirgoed. 


TUESDAY, Jan. 13, 1857. 


CoLcLouGcn, WILLIAM, sen., Musician, 5 Furnace-rd.. 
at 10; Stoke-upon-Trent. 
Grey, GILBERT, Superintendent of Corporation Weighhouse, Shieldficid, 


Jan. 22, at 10; 
Jan, 21, at 
Jan. 27, at 


Jan. 14, at 10; Bridgend. 


Stafford. Jan 30, 





Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Feb. 10, at 1; Newcastle. 
Harper, JOHN WYLpE, Grocer, Crudgington, Salop. Jan. 23, at 10; 


Wellington. 
JOHNSON, JOSEPH THOMAS, 
Feb. 11, at 10.30; Bristol. 
LacEy, SoLomon, Farmer, Park-farm, 
Jan. 15, at 11; High Wycombe. 
MILLs, GEORGE, Baker, Beaconsfield. 


Tailor, 12 Lower St. Michael’s-hill, Bristol. 
Bradenham, Buckinghamshire. 


Jan. 15, at 11 ; High Wycombe. 
Fripay, Jan, 16. 1857. 
Aston, THomas, Fish Curer, 95 Christian-st., 
Liverpool. 
Bricut, ALFRED, Journeyman Upholsterer, 9 Park-row, 


Liverpool. Jan. 27, at 12, 


Easton-rd., 


Bristol. Feb. 18, at 10.30; Bristol. 

Brown, WILLIAM, Farmer, Hatton-heath, Saighten. Feb. 4, at 10; 
Chester. 

Burrows, WILLIAM, Tonbridge-ware Maker, 104 Saint James's-st., 
Brighton. Jan. 24, af 10; Brighton. 


BUSHELL, FREDERICK WILLIAM, jun., out of business, ©) 
Odiham. Jan. 24, at 10; Basingstoke. 

Evans, JouN, Journeyman Blacksmith, Skinney-st., Aberystwith. Jan. 
28, at 1; Aberystwith. 
FAZAKERLEY, RICHARD, Retailer of Beer, 
chester. Feb. 16, at 12; Manchester. 
FIELD, Joun, out of business, 96 Devonshire-st., Sheffield. 
Sheffield. 

Joxes, Isaac, Boot and Shoe Maker, Uzmaston, Pembroke. 
10; Haverfordwest. 

JorDAN, RicHarp, Agent for Sale of Artificial Manure, 6 Zion-ter., 

| East-rd., Cambridge. Jan. 27, at 10; Cambridge. 

Lut, Rosert, Builder, 2 Eden-pl., Lincoln. Feb. 3, at 12; Lincoin. 

MANSFIELD, JAMES, Publican, Prince Albert Public-house, Chesterton, 
Cambridgeshire. Jan. 27, at 10; Cambridge. 

MatTHEWs, GEORGE, Commercial ‘Traveller, 2 Whitfield-ter., 
Liverpool. Jan. 27, at 12; Liverpool. 

Parker, Roperr Cuispy, Tailor’ s Assistant, 19 
Bristol. Feb. 11, at 10.30; 

Rog, Rosenr, Letter of Machi nes A Drillman, 
Feb. 11, at 11; Chichester, 

SANDFORD, Epwanp, Confectioner, 531 
Manchester. 

Wess, Tuomas, Carpenter, Wexham-st. Wexham, 
Windsor. 


pton Grey, near 
96 Chestr-rd., Hulme, Man- 
Feb. 4, at 12; 


Jan. 27, at 


Everton, 


King-st., Qucen-sq., 





New Fishborne, Sussex. 


Rochdale-rd. Feb, 2, at 12; 


Feb. 6, at 11; 


sucks. 


TueEspay, Jan, 20, 1857. 


BarKER, WILLIAM, 19 Napier-st., Toxteth-park, Liverpool, in copartner- 
ship with J. Feddern & Co., ‘Shipwrights, 46 Simpson-st., Liverpool. 
Jan. 27, at 12; Liverpool. 

EMSALL, JAMES, Greengrocer, formerly of Halifax, 
Brunswick-st., out of business. Jan. 30, at 10.30; Huddersfield. 

FEDDERN, JonN, 12 Washington-st., lately carrying on business in co- 
partnership with William Barker, under style of J. Feddern & Co., 
Shipwrights, 46 Simpson-st., ype og Jan. 27, at 12; Liverpool. 

GRIST, SAMUEL, Upholsterer, 6 Angel-st., Cardiff. Feb. 18, at 10; Cardiff. 

HARRIES, DANIET, Collier, Por ityddrynen, Rhymney. Glamorgan. Feb. 
13, at 10; Merthyr Tydvil. 

JOHNSON, JONATHAN, Carrier, 
1,30; Spilsby. 

Kinccott, SILvester, Butcher, Cleverham, Yatten. 
Bristol. 

MACREADY, PETER, Artist's Assistant, 
at 12; Manchester. 

PEARSON, FREDERICK, Draper, 

Piant, Henry, Commercial ‘i'r 
Jan, 27, at 12; Liverpool. 

RicKaRBy, Joun, Bricksetter, 12 Harford-st. Jan. 27, at 12; Liverpool. 

Swany, Josian, Provision Dealer, 55 Melbourae-st., Hulme, Lancaster. 
Feb. 16, at 12; Manchester. 


now of 14 Upper 


Wainficet All Saints, Lincoln. Feb. 6, at 


Feb. 4, at 10.30; 


20 Hart-st., Manchester. Feb. 16, 
Boston, Lincoln. Feb. 5, at 


aveller, 73 Great Colmore-st 





12; Boston. 
, Birmingham. 





TonavuE, Jonny, Commercial Traveller, T 


Lett-st., Stalybridge, Lancaster 
' Jan, 29, at 12; Ashton-under-Lyne 








Jan. 


Bos- 


stoft. 


+ 9. 
G2; 


zend. 


n 30, 
fieid, 
t 10; 
ristol. 
shire. 


be. 


at 12, 


n-rd., 


Man- 
at 12; 
27, at 


n-tei., 


\. 
erton, 
erton, 
en-Sq)., 


Ussex. 


tner- 
erpoo!. 


Upper 
in co- 
& Co., 
ol. 
sardiff. 
Feb. 
b. 6, at 
10.30 ; 
eb. 16, 


ston. 
gham. 


erpool. 
caster. 


caster 
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TcckER JameEs, Butcher, 21 Christina-st., Cardiff. Feb. 18, at 10; Cardiff. 
Witmot, Rovert Tuomas, Carpenter, 56 Milk-st., Bristol. Feb. 25, at 
10.30; Bristol. 
Fripay. Jan. 23, 1857. 


ALbon, JAMEs, Eating-house-keeper, 24 Blackfriar-gate, Kingston-upon- 
Hull. Feb. 6, at 10; Kingston-upon-Hull. 

ALEXANDER, AMBROSE, Carpenter, Ramsbury, Wilts. Feb. 13, at 1; Hun- 

rford. 

olcases, HEZEKIAH, Potato Salesman, Meopham, Kent. Feb. 6, at 10; 
Gravesend. 

Harnwoop, CHARLEs Patt, Milliner, 19 Myton-gate, Kingston-upoa-Hull. 
Feb. 6, at 10; Kingston-upon-Hull. 

HotpeN, WILLIAM Drxoy, Farmer, Rose-hill, Lickey, Bromsgrove. Feb. 
16, at 11; Bromsgrove. 

Hooper, SAMUEL, Clerk to a Solicitor, 10 Grace-st., Caledonian-rd., Mid- 
dlesex. Feb. 6, at 10; Gravesend. 

jurk, Jonny, Farmer, Kirkby-upon-Bain, Horncastle. Feb. 4, at 10.30; 
Horncastle. 

M'Cormick, WILLIAM, Traveller, Losteck-lane, Stretford, Lancaster. Feb. 
16, at 12; Manchester. 

MorGaN, JAMES, Boatman, Goytrey, Monmouth. Feb. 9, at 12; Usk. 

PARSONAGE, HENRY, out of business, Lickey, Bromsgrove, Worcester. 
Feb. 16, at 11; Bromsgrove. 

RoBINsON, THOMAS, sen., 35 Cirencester-pl, Portland-rd,, Marylebone. 
Feb. 10, at 12; Swindon. 

SHaPTON, CHRISTOPHER, Officer of Borough Gaol of Liverpool, Gaol-st., 
Walton-on-the-Hill, Lancaster. Feb. 3, at 12; Liverpool. 

§LADEN, SAmpPson, Schoolmaster, Left Kiin-st., Spotland-rd., Rochdale. 
Feb. 5, at Rochdale. 

§rapLeY, ALFRED, Carpenter, Mount Ephraim. Tonbridge Wells. Feb. 
12, at 10; Tonbridge Wells. 

WHEATLEY, FRANK, Hotel Porter, 6 Rigg’s Gallery, Queen-st., Kingston- 
upon-Hull. Feb. 6, at 10; Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Wu1ams, Davin Hucn, Warehouseman, | Hope-st., Liverpool. Feb. 3, 
at 12; Liverpool. 

DIVIDENDS. 
Tuespay, Jan. 20, 1857. 

Receivable at Provisional Assignees’ Office, PORTUGAL-ST., between 11 & 3. 

BROWNE, ALFRED, Dealer in Watch and Clock Materials, 2 Meredith-st., 
Clerkenwell. 2s. 63d. 

(taRKE, JoHN Hayuok, Builder, Bridge House, Stamford-hill. 1s, 03d. 

FLETCHER, THoMAs, 60 Shaftesbury-st., Hoxton. 4s. 9d. 

Grace, WILLIAM, jun., Cheesemonger, 11 Melbourne-pL, Old Kent-rd. 11d. 

Morgan, Thomas, Grocer, 1 Upper Southampton-st., Pentonville. 1s, 53d. 

Pootz, Joseru, Pork Butcher, Mansfield-rd., Nottingham. 1s. 


At County Court OFFICE, GAINSBOROUGH, between 10 & 4. 


Ccrtis, ELIZABETH, Widow, Laughterton, Kettlethorpe, Lincoln. First 
and final div., 4d. 


At County Court, CHESHAM, at Office of Afr. Francis, Official Assignee. 
Tomkins, Jonun, Plumber, High-st., Great Berkhampstead. 4s. 43d. 
Frivay, Jan. 23, 1857. 
HawksiEy, CHARLES, Sherwood Rise, Basford, 
First 2d. 
Parcuitr, Petergate, Nottingham. 
MEETING. 
TuEsDAY, Jan. 20, 1857. 
Hornam, Wa. Beaumont, Publican, St. Martin’s, Stamford Baron, 
Lincolnshire. Feb. 6, at 12; at office of W. F. Law, Stamford. To 
assent to, or dissent from, the compromise of a suit in Chancery. 
Fripay, Jan, 23, 1857. 
CarTER, THOMAS, Bricklayer, Tetford, Horncastle. Feb. 4, at 11. Div. 
MansHALL, Ropert, Innkeeper, West Ashby, Horncastle. Feb. 4, at 11; 
Horneastle. Div. ¢ 
Wricnt, Francis, Boarding-school Proprietor, Trowbridge, Wilts Feb. 
11, at 12; Marlborough. Fur. ex. 


Assiquments for Bewelit of Crevitors. 
Turspay, Jan, 20, 1857. 

Bacxnouse, DaAnieL, & JosuvaA Woopcocs, Dyers, Leeds. Jan. 8. 
Trustees, J. Marshall, Gent., Horsforth-hall, Guiseley; F. Hoerle, Gent., 
Hudderstield. Sols. J. & H. Richardson & Gaunt, 11 Albion-st., Leeds. 

Bastick, WILLIAM, Clothier, High-st., Woolwich, Kent. Jan. 16. Trus- 
tees, D. Davies, Wholesale Clothier, Bread-st., Cheapside ; M. M‘George, 
Warehouseman, Friday-st. Sol. Steinberg, 61 Watling-st. 

Jacons, Ex1za, Widow, Ilminster, Somerset. Dec. 27.  7iustees, Jessie 
Dollen, Widow, Eames’s-mill, Ilminster; R. Farnham, Miller, Donyatt. 
Sol. Langworthy, Ilminster. 

Lawson, WILLIAM Simpson, Grocer, 22 Bucklersbury, and & Paragon, 
New Kent-rd. Dec. 29. Trustees, H. W. Peck, Tea Dealer, Eastcheap; 
J. Hardcastle, Colonial Broker, Eastcheap. So/. Overbury, 4 Fre- 
derick’s-pL, Old Jewry. 

Maycer, Lewis CHAPMAN, Victualler, Charing, Kent. Jan. 13. Trustees, 
W. Loud, Brewer, and G. H. Andrews, Wine Merchant, Ashford. Soi. 
Kingsford, Ashford. 

Merray, Joun, Confectioner, Liverpool. Jan. 1. Zruséce, J. Crosfield, 
Wholesale Grocer, Liverpool. So/. Woodburn, 6 York-bldgs., Dale-st., 
Liverpool. 

Prince, Jony, Baker, Derby. Dec. 22. Trustees, T. Clark, Corn Factor, 
Derby ; F. Thorpe, Flour Agent, Derby. Sol. W. Allen, 2 Rotten-row, 
Derby. 


Nottinghamshire. 


FripAy, Jan, 23, 1857. 

ALLEN, Joun, Timber Dealer, Bristol. Jan. 15. Trustees, T. & G. M. 
Barnes, Timber Merchants, Bristol. Sol. Harwood, 17 Smail-st., 
Bristol. 

Bassnetr, JAMES, & THOMAS BassneT?, (Bassnett & Sons), Opticians, 
Liverpool. Jan. 9. Trustees, W. Imray, Commission Agent; W. 
Wood, Optician, Liverpool. Att. Martin, 24 Devonshire-pl., Everton. 
Bax, Jonn, & WituiaAM Bax, Grocers, Preston-st., Brighton. Dec. 8. 
Trustee, Thomas Holden, Wholesale Cro-er, Brighton. 0%. Chalk, 

68 Ship-st., Brighton. 





Brown, WILLIAM, Glass Bottle Manufacturer, Castleford, York. Jan. 15. 
Trustees, J. Wordsworth, Ironmonger, Pontefract; G. Shaw, Mer- 
chant, Allerton, Bywater; R. Heptinstall, Corn Merchant, Allerton 
Bywater. Sol. Bradley, Castleford. 

CAMPBELL, WILLIAM, Publican, North Shields. Jan. 19. Trustees, C. 
Miller, Ironmonger, North Shields; C. Foot, Builder, Preston. Sols. 
P. & J. Armstrong, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

CRAISTER, THomas, Shoemaker, Leeds. Jan. 9. Zrustee, L, Hicks, Hosier, 
Leeds. Sol. Cariss, Leeds. 

Crow, Jas. Wa., Surgeon, Great Yarmouth. Jan. 15. Trustee, D. Pettin- 
gill, Auctioneer, Great Yarmouth. Sols. Worship & Squire, Great 
Yarmouth. 

FEARNLEY, Epwarp, Grocer, Skipton, York. Jan. 16. Trustees, W. 
Wilkinson, Corn Dealer, Skipton; E. Robinson, Wholesale Grocer, 
Skipton. Sol. Brown, Skipton. 

Grierson, Joun, & BENJAMIN SHARP, Woollen Merchants, Huddersfield. 
Jan. 9. Trustees, J. Dodds & J. Lockwood, Woollen Merchants, Hud- 
dersfield. Sol. Bantoft, John William-st., Huddersfield. 

HARRALD, WILLIAM, Butcher, Bury St. Edmunds. Dec. 31. Trustees, 
W. T. Simpson, Auctioneer, Bury St. Edmunds; E. Gould, gent., same 
place. Sol. Salmon, Bury St. Edmunds. 

LANGFORD, GEORGE, Grocer, East Ilsley, Berks. Dec. 27. Trustee, J. 
Langford, Yeoman, West Shefford, Berks. Soi. Cave, Newbury. 

Laruam, THomas, & Levi Parker, Joiners, Burnley, Lancaster. Jan. 19, 
Trustees, W. Smith, Ironmonger, Burnley; T. West, Plumber, Burnley. 
Sols. Shaw, Sutcliffe, Tattersall, & Handsley, Burnley. 

MARSHALL, BENJAMIN, & JAMES HowDEN, Millers, North Collingham, 
Nottingham. Dec. 26. Trustees, C. Johnson, Land Agent, South Col- 
lingham ; J. Stayley, Shopkeeper, of the same place. Sol. Hodgkinson, 
Newark-upon-Trent. 

PaYTER, CHARLES, Publican, Claines, Worcester. Jan. 10. Trustee, W. 
Williams, Maltster, Worcester. So/. Wilson, Worcester. 

TAYLER. STEPHEN, Canvass Merchant, 42 Great Tower-st. Dec. 26. 
Trustees, D. Corsar, Manufacturer, Arbroath; E. Taylor, jun., Manu- 
facturer, East Coker, Yeovil. Sols. Young & Plews, 29 Mark-lane. 

WILKINSON, Matruew, Joiner, Hexham, Northumberland. Dec. 30. 
Trustees, M. Muse, Timber Merchant, Newcastle-upou-Tyne; J. Grey, 
Merchant, Hexham. Sol. Baty, Hexham. 

Woops, Witttam, Hook and Eye Manufacturer, 51 Union-st., Southwark. 
Jan. 17. Trustees, J. S. Margetson, Warehouseman, i6 Cheapside; 
W. Challis, Fancy Warehouseman, 5 Lamb's Conduit-st. Sols. King & 
George, 35 King-st., Cheapside. 


Partnerships Dissolbev, 
Tuespay, Jan. 20, 1857. 


BLACKWELL, SAMUEL HoLpEN, & WILLIAM GREEN, (Corbyn’s-hall Mal- 
leable Iron Company), Ironmasters, Corbyn's-hall Iron Works, Cor- 
byn’s-hall, Kingswinford, Stafford. Debts received and paid by S. H. 
Blackwell. Jan. 17. y 

BiyprE, James, & Joun Bryne, Scissor Manwbectarers, Sheffield, York. 
Accounts received and paid by John Blyde. Jan. 16. 

CARTER, WILLIAM, & JOHN CARTER (who died Feb. 21, 1853), Wine 
Merchants, Howden and Kilpin, York, and since continued by W. 
Carter and the executors of J. Carter. Dee. 31. 

Crapwick, Hircnoy, & Epmunp CHapwick, Stone Masons, Purnley, 
Lancaster. Debts received and paid by H. Chadwick. Dee. 1. 

CockayNE, THoMAS BAGSHAW, sen., & WILLIAM CocKAYNE, sen. (T. B. & 
W. Cockayne), Drapers, Angel-st., Sheffield. Carried on by T. B 
Cockayne, jun., & W. B. Cockayne, jun., under same firm. Jan. 15. 

CRAWLEY, GEORGE, & EDMUND Masters, Wine Merchants, 12 Mark-Jane. 
Dec. 31. 

CrayMer, SAMUEL, & JoHN Hewny ELioT, Pickle Manufacturers, Castle- 
st., Bristol. Debts received and paid by S. Craymer. Jan. 17. 

CuTLeR, Ricuarp, & THomas CUTLER (Richard Cutler & Son), Gua 
Manufacturers, Weaman-st., Birmingham. Debts received and dis- 
charged by T. Cutler, who continues business under same style. Jan. 12 

DEAN, JAMES DEARDEN, & EDWIN BENNETT Newton, Plumbers, Staley- 
bridge, Chester. Debts received and paid by J.D. Dean. Jan. 16. 

FENTON, Josepn, & GEORGE CLARKE SHORE, Merchants, Eyre-st., Sheffield. 
Jan. 16. 

Fiynis, STERTKER, & AuSTIN NEAME, Timber Merchants, Dover. Debts 
reeived and paid by S. Finnis. Dec. 31. 

Fow er, Joun, & Rosert Hystop, Cordwainers, Leicester. Debts re- 
ceived and paid by R. Hyslop. Jan. 1. 

GoopE, GrorGcE, & Tuomas Suintey (G. Goode & Co.), Silk Dyers 
Smedley Vale, Manchester. Debts received and paid by G. Goode 
Jan. 15. 

GreGory, Lestry ALEXANDER, Davip Cuinery, & Epwarp Henny 
GREGORY. n Merchan‘s, 25 Birchin-lane, and elsewhere. Jan. 17. 

Heap, JonatTuan, & CEORGE Lixpsey, Joiners, Salford, Lancaster. Debts 
received and paid by J. Heap. Jan. 15. 

Heyworth, Richarp, GEORGE Haworrn, Josuva Horir, & Grorce 
Hoi (Richard Heyworth & Co.), Cctton Manufacturers, Thorne Mill 
Water, Newchurch. Detts received and paid by G. Haworth and J. 
Hoyle, who will carry on the business. Jan. 17. 

Hick, THomas, & Tuomas Baker, Lock Manufacturers, Wolyezhamptor. 
Debts received and paid by T. Hickin. Jan. 17. 

Lawrence, Epwarp, & Joun TOTTERDELL, (Lawrence, Totterdell, & Co.), 
Tea-dealzrs, Liverpool. Debts received and paid by J. Totterdeli. Jar. 
15. 







Lorp, Cuaries Francis James, & Robert Nicwot, Surgeons, Hamj- 
stead. Jan. 19. 

Pratt, Freperick, & Tuomas Pratt, Brickmakers, Wilby, Nerthamp- 
ton. Debts received and paid by T. Pratt. Jan. 7. 

SapGrove, Wit11ay, jun., & RicHarp Race, Eldon-st., Finsbury, and 
Dunning’s-alley, Bishopgate, Cabinet Makers. Jan. 16. 

SATTERTHWAITE, WILLIAM, sen., & JOHN BARROW, sen., Cotton Spinners, 
Lancaster. Debts received and paid by J. Barrow. Dec. 19. 

Stack, Henry James, & Puizip Sternen Kine, Proprietors of the Atlas 
and Indian Atlas Newspapers, 6 Southampton-st., Strand. Dec. 31. 

Situ, Jony, & Ropert PaLeRave, Stock Brokers, 14 Cornhill. Jan. 20. 

Soutssy, Jonny Epwarp, James Aston, & Joseri REGAN, Bookbinders, 
New-yard, Great Queen-st., Lincoln’s-inn-fields; as regards Soulsby. 
Debts to be paid to Aston & Regen. Jan. 17. 

Swinrorp, Jouy, & Tuomas Cuampiox, owners of Stecm Thrashing 
Machines for hiring. Dee. 31. 
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Topp, Ricnarp, & RicHarp WILLIAM Topp, Booksellers, Oundle, North- 
ampton. Jan. 2. 


Watson, Samvuet, & Jon Watson, Nail Manufacturers, Belper, Derby. 


Jan. 15. 

WELLs, Wun1am, & CuarLEs WELLS, Silversmiths, 14 Cornmarket-st., 
Oxford, and 108 Bold-st., Liverpool Debts of the business at Oxford 
received and paid by W. Wells; and of the business at Liverpool by C. 
Wells. Jan. 1. 

Wipennam, Louisa, & Toomas Fryer Wripenuam, Watch and Clock 
Makers, 13 Lombard-st. Jan. 6. 


Fripay, Jan. 23, 1857. 


Apams, Josran, sen., & Jostan Apams, jun., (Adams & Son), Carriage- 
handle Manufacturers, Edmund-st., Birmingham. Debts received and 
paid, and business carried on, by J. Adams, jun., under name of Adams 
& Son. Dee. 31. 

ArmstronG, Georcr, & WALTER ArMstronG, Ironfounders, Hope-st., 
Bishopwearmouth. Jan. 20. 

AynsLey, Joun, THomMAs Cooper, & Samugt Core (Aynsley, Cooper, & 
Co.), Manufacturers of China, Longton, Staffordshire, as respects J. 
Aynsley. Debts received and paid by Cope & Cooper. Jan. 14. 

Barker, Joun Epmunp, & HENRY SCHOLFIELD JOHNSON, Surgeons, 
Stoke-upon-Trent and Great Fenton. Dee. 31. 

Barnes, Wituiam & Tuomas Story, Commission Agents, 33 Cannon-st., 
Manchester. Debts received and paid by Barnes. Jan. 17. 

Barrow, Cuarves, sen, & THomas Barrow (Charles Barrow & Son), 
Corn Dealers, Barrow-st., St. Helen’s, Lancaster. Debts received and 
paid by T. Barrow. Jan. 1. 

BENNETT, WILLIAM, HENRY Bennett, & JOseru Bennett (W. Bennett & 
Sons), General Merchants, Great Grimsby ; as regards W. Bennett 
Debts received and paid by H. Bennett & J. Bennett. Jan. 19. 

Bices, CHARLOTTE ELIZABETH, WILLIAM JOSEPH BiaGs, & ALFRED Biccs 
(Biggs & Sons), Carvers and Gilders, 31 Conduit-st., Bond-st. ; as re- 
gards W. J. Biggs. Debts received and paid by C. E. Biggs & A. Biggs. 
Jan. |. 

Buake, ALFRED, & GEORGE Harry CLARKE, Brewers, Enfield. Jan. 11. 

Bunyarp, THomas, & Cuaries Bunyarp, Farmers, Maidstone. Debts 
received and paid by T. Bunyard. Jan. 14. 

Burton, Joun Watson, & Rospert CuHaseE, Flax Manufacturers, Eye, 
Suffolk. Debts to be paid to R. Chase. Jan. 20. 

Cortas, Cnartes, & WrittAM WALKER MvsueErtt, (C. Corlas & Co.), 
Nurserymen, Dairy-Coates, Hull. Jan. 21. 

CovLtson, Wruiam, & Hitt Coutson, (W. Coulson & Sons), Damask 
Manufacturers, Lisburn, County Antrim, Ireland, and London. Debts 
received and paid by W. Coulson. Dec. 30. 

CowrLt, Henry, & Wittram Davis, Brickmakers, Grays Thurrock, 
Essex. Jan. 19. 

Davis, Joun, & JAMeEs Hispert, Bakers, 122 Broughton-rd., Salford. 
Debts received and paid by J. Hibbert. Jan. 19. 

Droece, CHARLES Henry, & Witu1aM Drorce, Hamburgh, & Joun 
MicuaEt Korcuer, Manchester, (firm of Droege & Co.), Commission 
Agents, as regards C. H. Droege. Dec. 31. 

EarnsHaw, Joun, & Henry EarnsHaw, Corn Millers, Mearclough 
Bottom Mill, Skircoat, York. Debts received and paid by J. Earnshaw. 
Jan. 21. 

Ewe, Writram, & Cnartes James Nasmytu, (Ewing & Co.), Mer- 
chants, Calcutta. Debts received and paid by W, Ewing. Jan. |. 

Forster, Witson, & Witt1AM RAWLE, Liverpool. Dec. 16. 

Gran, Ricuarp JAMEs, ABRAHAM Bowman, A. R. Hupson, W. H. 
Vacner, (under firm of Gilman & Co. and at Shanghai under 
firm of Gilman, Bowman, & Co.), Merchants, Canton and Foochoo. 
June 30. 

Grrerson, Jonn, & Bexsamiyn SHARP (John Grierson & Co.), Woollen 
Merchants, Huddersfield. Jan. 12. 

Lecce, Rosert, & SAMUEL BripGes, Builders, Reigate. 
and paid by R. Legg. Jan. 6. 

Locke, Joun ARTHUR, WILLIAM FENWICK BLACKETT, JOHN ALEXANDER 
BLACKETT Orp, JAMES Foster, & JAMES LEATHART (Locke, Blackett, 
& Co.), Lead Manufacturers. Dec. 31, 1855, as regards Foster. 

HEAVEN, CHARLES, WILLIAM Boorn, & ALFRED HEAVEN (Heaven, Booth, 
& Co.), Embroiderers, Manchester. All debts received and paid by 
C. Heaven & A. Heaven. Jan. 19. 

Hitt, Cuartes, & Toomas Tracy (Charles Hill Co.), Passenger Brokers, 
Liverpool. Jan. 21. 

Ho.iick, Freperic, & James Dopp, Colour Manufacturers, Mill-hill 
Works, Old Ford, Bow. Jan. 17. 

Hopkinson, ABRAHAM, WILLIAM WALKER, & ROBERT BEANLAND (Hop- 
kinson & Co.), Wool Dealers, Aldermanbury, Bradford. Debts received 
and paid by Hopkinson & Walker. Dec. 31. 

Mann, WiLiiaM, & EpGAar Mann, Soap Manufacturers, Glemsford and 
Bury St. Edmunds. Debts received and paid by W. Mann. Jan. 17. 
Marsuatt, GeorGe, & Tnomas Ricwarp Epripee, Ship Brokers. Fen- 

chureh-st. Dee. 31. 

Moornousr, Jonn, & JAMES MoornovseE, Woollen Cloth Manufacturers, 
New Mill, Wooldale, Kirkburton. April 1, 1856. 

Neve, LE Cuartes, & THomas Barton, Cattle Salesmen, Metropolitan 
Cattle Market, London. 

Rnopes, James, & Issac Ruopes, Farmers, Longlee, Keighley, York. 
Nov. 3. 

Ross, James, of New Orleans, United States, Witt1aM Hoag, New York, 
CHARLES BETHUNE WILSON, Liverpool (under firm of Robb, Hoge, & 
Wilson), Merchants, Liverpool. Debts received and paid by Wilson. 
Jan. 6. 

Rosrnson, JOHN, & CHARLES Rosinson, Woollen Cloth Merchants, Leeds, 
and Glasgow. Debts received and paid by C. Robinson. Jan. 8. 

Rotirson, Jonny, & JozE CHARLESWORTH RoLuinson, Pawnbrokers, 15 & 
16 Lady-lane, Leeds. Debts received and paid by J. Rollinson. Jan. 19. 

SuEarman, JAMES Epwarb, & FRANCIS SLATER, Attorneys & Solicitors, 
23 Great Tower-street. Jan. 19. 

Spencer, JosePnH, & THOMAS EsKRIGGE, jun. (Spencer & Co.), Commis- 
sion Agents, Manchester. Jan. 20. 

Sreap, Wrii1aM, & Jonn LEEMING, Stone Masons, Bradford. Nov. 3. 

Tuomas, JOHN THomas, & Henry ANTHONY THomas. Watchmakers, 115 
St. George-st. East. Jan. 13. 


Debts received 





SS 
Tuomas, SAMUEL, & EBENEZER Lewis, Coal Workers, Aberdare, 
Swansea, and Briton Ferry. Debts of Scyborwen and Danderrt 


lieries received and paid by Thomas, and of Bullfa Colliery by Lewig 


Sept. 13, 1856. 

TooGoop, RoBERT Moore, & EpMunpd ELMES BECKINGHAM (The 
Wales Wagon Works Co.), Railway Wagon Builders, Newport, Mon. 
mouth. Jan. 1. 

Wuernrit, Tuomas, & JoserH Gipson. Joiners, West Hartlepool. Debts 
received and paid by Gibbon. Jan. 19. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
TurspDay, Jan 20, 1857. 

Barras, GEORGE, 16 Broad-st., Holborn. Creditors to come in on or be. 
fore Feb. 3. at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Boyes, JAMES WILLIAM (who died Sept. 1853), Wine Merchant, Hi 
Cavendish-sq. Creditors to come in on or before Feb. 18, at Master 
the Rolls’ Chambers. 

CHISHOLME, WILLIAM, (who died Feb. 1856), 2 Wharncliffe-ter,, S 
John’s-wood-road. Creditors to come in on or before Feb. 20, at the 
Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. fe 

CLARKE, WILLIAM NELSON (who died Noy. 1855), Balwharrie, Perth 
Creditors to come in on or before Feb, 9, at V. C. Wood's Chambers, 

MARSHALL, CHARLES (who died Apr. 1847), Gardener, Surbiton, Surrey, 
Creditors and incumbrancers to come in on or before Feb. 14, at Master 
of the Rolls’ Chambers. é 

Pattinson, RICHARD (who died Aug. 30, 1849), Land Agent, Wensley, York, 
Creditors and incumbrancers to come in on or before Feb. 18, at V. ¢, 
Stuart's Chambers. 

PosTGATE, CHRISTOPHER (who died Feb. 1833), Yeoman, Whitby, York, 
Creditors to come in on or before Feb. 10, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambera, 
RHODE, SARAH Woop (who died Nov. 1851), 7 Oxford-ter., Edgware-road, 
Creditors or claimants to come in on or before Feb. 2, at V. C. Stuart's 

Chambers. 

TURNER, ABRAHAM (who died Dec. 1856), Banker, Kidderminster, Worcester, 
Creditors to come in on or before Feb. 25, at V. C. Kindersley’s 
Chambers. 

Fripay, Jan. 23, 1857. 


ApaMs, Epwarp (who died May, 1849), Yeoman, Roebarrow, Trent, 
Somerset. Creditors to come in on or before Feb. 9, at V. C. Wood's 
Chambers. 

Asurorp, Epwin (who died on Noy. 25, 1846), Hackney-wick, Middlesex, 
Gent. Creditors to come in on or before Feb. 1, at V. C. Wood's 
Chambers. 

Brine, Henry Martin (who died Aug., 1856), Ironmonger, 13 Victoria 
rd.-south, Kentish-town. Creditors to come in on or before Feb, 23, at 
Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

CANNING, Rey. Tuomas (who died in Noy., 1855), Creditors and incum- 
brancers to come in on or before Feb, 26, 1857, at V. C. Stuart's 
Chambers. 

Duprer, ANN (who died in Nov., 1856), spinster, York-pL, City-rd, 
Creditors and incumbrancers to come in on or before Feb. 16, at the 
Master of the Rolls Chambers. 

COHEN DE Lara, MICHAEL (who died in April, 1856). Creditors to come 
in on or before Feb. 26, at the Master of the Rolls Chambers. 

LARKIN, SARAH ANN (who died in May, 1852). Claimants to come in on 
or before Feb. 14, at the Master of the Rolls Chambers. 

MACKENZIE, JAMES (who died on May 29, 1850), Banker. Creditors to 
come in on or before Feb. 14, at V. C. Wood’s Chambers. 

Nanson, JOHN SAMUEL (who died on May 3, 1856). Creditors to come 
in on or before Feb. 21, at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. 

PHYTHIAN, PETER WEBSTER (who died in March, 1840), Boot and § 
Maker, Liverpool. Creditors to come_in on or before Feb, 11, at V. 
Stuart’s Chambers. 


Winving-up of Faint Stack Companies. 
TuEspay, Jan. 20, 1857. 


NortH Tamar Mine Company.—V. C. Kindersley has appointed Mr. 
R. W. Goold, 20 Cockspur-st., Charing-cross, Off. Man. Jan. 16, 

Saxon Lire Assurance Company.—Ordered te be wound-up by V. ¢. 
Wood. Jan. 17. 

UNIVERSAL PROVIDENT LirE AssocraATI10n.—The Master of the Rolls will, 
on Jan. 31, at 12, at his Chambers, make a call for £2 per share. 


Fripay, Jan. 23, 1857. 


Amazon LIFE ASSURANCE AND LoAN ComPpAny.—Master Humphry has 
appointed a meeting at his chambers, Southampton-bldngs., for Tuesday, 
Jan. 27, at 12, to consider the propriety of entering into compromises 
with certain of the contributories of the company; and on ether matters, 
particulars of which may be obtained of the Official Manager, Harding, 4 
Lothbury, or of Sudlow, Torr, & Co., 38 Bedford-row. 

Nort Tamar Mine Company.—Creditors to come in and prove their 
debts before V. C. Kindersley, at his Chambers, Feb. 3, at 12. 


Scotch Segquestrations. 
TuEspay, Jan. 20, 1857. 
BortHwick, JAMEs, deceased, Gardener, Raglan-pl., near Glasgow. 
Jan. 23. at 12, at Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pL, Glasgow. Seq. Jan. 13. 


Fripay, Jan. 23, 1857. 


SaMvEL Dossik, Grocer, Lasswade, Edinburgh. 
18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. Jan. 19. 
Ler, JAMEs Smit (J. & A. Glassford), Dealer in Fancy Goods, 37 Tron- 
Lag Glasgow. Meeting, Jan. 28, at 12, Faculty-hall, Glasgow. Seg 
an. 16. 
Paton, JAMEs, Draper, Airdrie. Meeting, Jan. 28, at 12, 74 Geor . 
Glasgow. Seg. Jan. 19. . ; ” 


Sutch Partnerships Dissalocy. 
Fripar, Jan, 23, 1857, 
Findlay. Dec. 31. 
“Dette reostved ank paid by 3 boca Dee ie ee 


Meeting, Jan. 29, at 3, 
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